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the warrant, or otherwise this provision of the 
statute would not be necessary. I[t is very clear 
that they cannot alienate at all until the warrant 
has been issued; and it is equally clear that they 
could not alienate the warrant itself before loca- 
tion, but for the provisions of this act. Where, 
then, is the validity of the assertion that here was 
a vested right? 
Mr. ADAMS. 
but I wish to say a few words in reference to this 
question of vested rights, I think my friend from 
Ohio is rather limited in his definition of a vested 
richt. I understand that wherever an individual 
is legally entitled to property, and is entitled to 
have his title consummated, he has a vested right. 
According to the statute which the Senator has 


read, an individual is entitled, on making certain | 
roof before the Commissioner of Pensions, to | 
In the case contem- | 


save his warrant issued. 
plated by this amendment, the individual has 
complied with all that the law requires; he has 


done all that the Government has told him to do; | 


he has done all that he can; and is he not entitled 
to this warrant? All will agree that he is. Then 
should not his right date from the time of his 
application? ‘Then is there nota vested right? 
That is the question, and that is what I desire to 
be understood as saying. 

Mr.MASON. Mr. President, if [have under- 
stood the policy of this Government, and I 
believe of all Governments, in distributing its 


bounties or its rewards for meritorious military | 


services, it has been to make them personal to 
those who rendered the service. It has been an 
extension of the bounties of the Government to 


allow them even to be transmitted to the imme- | 


diate descendants of those who rendered the ser- 
vice, in case of their death. I know very well, 


that during the period of my membership in this | 
body, which has not been very long, they have | 


invariably, and, as I thought, properly, refused to 
give this reward or this premium to any other than 
the party who immediately rendered service, or 
his direct lineal descendants. 

Now, what is the proposition of the amendment 
before us? It is to change that policy, not of 
this law merely, but of all existing pension and 
bounty laws, if I recollect them rightly, which 
have been passed. The provision is, that if the 
warrant issue after the death of the party entitled 
to it, and the party so dying has left no minor 
children or widow, it shall go into his general 
estate for the benefit of his creditors or of his 
collateral heirs. ‘That is certainly a departure 
from the policy of the Government, and I can see 
no wise principle involved in it. 


Itis argued, however, that thisis a vested right. 
[need not say to the Senate that the Senator | 


from Ohio is perfectly clear and conclusive in the 
view which he has presented on that point. If 
the warrant issue after the party entitled to it is 
dead, there is no right at all in anybody, and it 
conveys nothing. I can see no object whatever 
in changing the whole policy of the country, by 
extending this bounty to collaterals or creditors, 
by passing it to the general estate of the party 
who would otherwise have been entitled. If he 
dies before the warrant issues, and leaves no 


minor children or widow, the object of the Gov- | 


ernment in giving the reward is at an end; and 
the reward, it strikes me, should end with it. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish my friend from 
Vermont, | Mr. F’oor,] who seems to have charge 
of this bill, would consider this amendment a 
lite more. According to the decision of our 
courts, I believe a land warrant unlocated is real 
estate. Who shall have the proceeds if the ex- 
ecutor sells? 


the several States, by descent, to those who stand 
in the relation of heirs. Why should it not go 
to them at once? Why interpose the executor 
and compel him to sell? Though a man may 
have left no children he may have left an heir. 
There is scarcely any so poor as not to leave an 
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| do not see any reason for it. 


I will not detain the Senate; | 





which I wish to offer. 
| aS a new section: 





| dren’ 
granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who | 
have been engaged in the military service of the United | 


Congress does not direct; and it | 
must pass then, according to the local laws of | 


heir. Some may not have children, but there are | 


generally in this country heirs. 
What policy is there, what purpose is there, 


in making the warrant assignable by the executor 


in case the soldier be dead, and his widow and 
children be dead, or none of them be minors? I 
I think we are only 
multiplying provisions on this subject, and com- 
plicating the law. For myself, unless there be 
some particular reasons assigned in support of this 
proposition, | should prefer to let the warrant go 
to the heirs-at-law. I believe that we should do 
much in the way of amendment to the bounty 
land law to provide in fact, that wherever the 
application is made by the soldier himself, the 
patent shall issue to him, dead or alive; and it 
should be declared that the patent issuing after 
the man is dead, shall have the same effect as if 
issued in his lifetime; and then leave it to the law 


of inheritance of the State where the land event- | 


ually located may lie, to dispose of it. 

But, sir, | offer no amendment. I only suggest 
that it seems to me that this is a peculiar provis- 
ion, and | think we had better leave the warrant go 
to the heirs, for it is realestate. This amendment 
makes no provision as to what is to be done with 
the warrant by the executor. What is he to do 
with it? In the case supposed by this amendment, 
all the parties who have been recognized by your 
law as entitled to receive the warrant, must be 
dead; the widow must be dead, the minor chil- 
dren must be dead—for, if they are living, they 
would receive it. All these parties being dead, 
the present law goes no further. It is a limited 
gift; and by the death of all the parties who can 


take it, it becomes, according to strict principle, a | 
lapsed estate; but here you propose to give it to | 


an executor to sell, for that will be the effect of it 


practically. 1 prefer that it should go to the heirs | 


themselves, and let them sell if they choose. 


Tr ° : | 
The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Hamuin’s amendment, resulted—yeas 12, | 


nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, But- 
ler, Collamer, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Iverson, James, and Rusk—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
srodhead, Cass, Crittenden, Fish, Foot, Houston, Hunter, 


Mason, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, ‘Trumbull, 


Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—23. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 1 


have an amendment 
It is toadd the following 


Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That the “* minor chil 


mentioned in the ** Act in addition to certain acts 


’ 


States,”? approved March 3, 1855, who were such at the 
passage of said act, shall be entitled to, and receive the 
land granted them by the said act, notwithstanding they 
may have become of full age before the application is made 
therefor, or before a warrant therefor has issued. 

Several Senators. Read the amendmentagain. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not wonder that 
Senators ask for a re-reading of the amendment, 
and it may be said by them that it must be an 
extraordinary state of the law which requires 


such an amendment; but it is nevertheless true. | 


The act which was passed at the last session, 
grants the bounty to the soldier; or, in case of 
his death, to his widow; or, in case of her death, 
tothe minor children. After making this provis- 
ion, the law goes on in the second section, in 
order to make it clear beyond all question, ex 
abundante cautila, to declare: ‘‘ Those shall be 


|| considered minors whoare so at the time this act 
shall take effect.’’ 


Notwithstanding. the explicitness of these 


| words, it has been decided by the Pension Office 


and the Department of the Interior, that where 
the soldier and his widow are dead, and a minor 
child makes application for the land and files the 


proof, who becomes of age before the warrant || 


issues, he cannot have it. That is the construc- 
tion of the Pension Office, although the act ex- 
pressly declares that minors shall be considered 
as such if they were so at the time when the act 





| from the cases pointed out 


| of restricting the bill. 





took effect. Lawyers have generally supposed 
that an act takes effect on its passage or approval, 


| unless some other day is expressly named; but 


it has now been construed that this act does not 
take effect until the Commissioner of Pensions 
issues the certificates under it, It is a law to 
enable him to make a donation, and when he has 
made it and issued a certificate, the law takes 
effect; and so it goes on taking effect on different 
people from time to time, as a decision is made in 
each case; but does not take effect on its passage. 
{s that a proper constfuction? Gentlemen may 
think it somewhat surprising; and I notice some 
expressions In the report of the committee which 
would seem to imply otherwise; but it is, never- 
theless, literally true that such adecision has been 
made, and persisted in, within my own personal 
knowledge. The Pension Office has refused to 
issue a warrant where the applicant became of 
age after the passing of the act, and before the 
application was made. ‘The result of the action 
of the bureau is, that if a minor child—one who 
was such at the passage of the act—becomes of 
age before the warrant issues, he cannot have it. 
It is to remedy that evil, and carry into effect the 
clear intent and meaning of the law, that I have 
presented the amendment. I believe that the 
committee agree that it is right. 

Mr. STUART. So far as I know, the com- 
mittee concur with the honorable Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Cottamer] on this subject. I 
think the construction of the original act, properly 
made, is precisely what the amendment makes 
it, and, therefore, does not change the original 
law. 

Mr. FOOT. I desire to say, in addition, that 
this very proposition was before the committee, 
and taken into consideration by them; and, if 
they had been aware of the construction which 
they now learn has been puton that section, they 
would have incorporated this provision in the 
proposed substitute. 

Mr. PUGH. I understood, after speaking 


| with the Commissioner, that the construction was 


otherwise; but the Senator from Vermont assures 
me to the contrary. 
Mr. COLLAMER. 
as I state. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to offer a 
few small amendments. I first offer a separate 
section, covering a few cases only, and | hope 
they will be included: 

That the provisions of the act which this is intended to 
amend, shall extend to all such officers and soldiers as were 
enrolled, or engaged in the military service of the United 
States, in the war with Mexico, and who became disabled 
by sickness, and were for that reason discharged from such 
service before the expiration of the fourteen days from his 


I know certainly that it is 


| or their entering into such service. 


I hope there will be no objection to this amend- 
ment. There are but a few cases for which it 
will provide, and I think they are distinguishable 

se the Senator from 
Michigan the other day, when he spoke in favor 
I leave it to the Senate to 
decide. I think these cases ought to be provided 
for. They are cases of extraordinary hardship. 
These persons were actually in the service, becane 
sick, and were discharged on the report of a sur- 
geon, or physician, that it would be fatal to them 
if they continued longer, and they were honor- 
ably discharged. 

Mr. FOOT. This very proposition was before 
the committee when they had the subject under 
consideration. The merit or the hardship, if 


| you please, of the cases suggested by the honora- 


able Senator from Tennessee, was felt by the 
committee; but it must be borne in mind, that 
the bill of 1855 gives one hundred and sixty acres 
to all who have rendered military service for the 
term of fourteen days; the cases must, therefore, 
be very few indeed in which disabilities incurred 
in the line of their duty occurred within that 
short period of time. However meritorious they 
may be, the committee declined to incorporate 
this as a general provision in the substitute, 
thinking it better to leave it for special applica- 
















































































































tion in the very few cases which may possibly | 


arise in which, within so shorta period as four- 
teen days’ disabilities were incurred while in the 
line of duty. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. | : 
amendment. I propose, in section five, to insert 
‘Sexpress-men”’ after ‘“‘ artificers;’’ and in the 
same section, after the words, “Army of the 
Wnited States,’’to insert ‘or in the transport and 
surf-boat service.’’ I believe these classes are 
yretty numerous. I cannot say that they are 
fimited to a very few, though it may be the case 
as to express-men. ‘The men employed in surf- 
boats, in landing troops and munitions of war 
at various times, and particularly at Vera Cruz, 
rendered very laborious and useful service; but 
thev have been excluded from the benefits of the 
act heretofore. It requires particular skill on the 
part of men employed in that description of 
service, and in he transport service generally. 
They think they ought not to be excluded from 
the benefits of this act. They were exposed to 
peril. ‘They were exposed to the enemy's bat- 
teries, as well as to the risks of the water. I 
merely submit the amendment. [am not tena- 
cious about it, nor was [ about the amendment 
that has been voted down, although I think there 
would not, perhaps, be more than two cases 
found to which it could apply. 

Mr. PUGH. What case does the Senator pro- 
ose to include now ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Surf-boat men and 
transport men. 

Mr. PUGH. I think they are included under 
the fifth section, which is intended to be very 
comprehensive, It says: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


I will risk another | 


‘ And other persons employed in or about the camps of | 


the Army of the United States, and subject to military law, 
as Well as artificers, the servants of naval officers, and all 
other persons employed on board the armed vessels of the 
United States, during any of the wars specified in the first 
section of the act to which this is an amendment, shall be 
entitled to the benetits of said act.’’ 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have looked at 
the word **camps;”’ but these men could not be 


considered as having been employed aboutcamps. | 


Mr. EVANS. 
tary law. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I looked also at the 
phrase ** subject to military law.’’? [submit the 
question to the Senate to decide. If they are 
already included, of course it will do no harm. 

Mr. PUGH. | have no objection, for my part, 
to the Senator inserting the words, * surf-boat 
service,’ if that is the only class intended to be 
provided for. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
should have any objection to the amendment if 
[ knew what kind of persons were included under 
the term *fexpress-men.’? Who are they? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Men employed in 
carrying expresses. 

Mr. PUGH. lLobject to including the express- 
men, unless they were subject to military duty; 
and I object to including those men who were in 


They were not subject to mili- 


I do not know that I 


the transport service. ‘he Senator from Tennes- | 


see will recollect that thousands of persons were 
employed in transports carrying troops to Mex- 
ico who never went further than Brazos, and 
places of that sort. All of them will claim under 
this general term. It seems to me they rendered 
no military service; but were in the ordinary 
employment of the Government. The men of 
whom he spoke as being employed in the conduct 
of surf-boats at Vera Cruz, | am willing to in- 
clude. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 


If the amendment be con- 


fined to the surf-boat men at Vera Cruz, I should | 


have no objection. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
description contained in the term ‘‘express-men’ 
itself, is altogether too loose and general, and I 
do not know to what it might lead. 
no legalized or authorized body of express-men 
belonging to the Army. If a general officer 
wants to send a message from one end of the line 
to the other, perhaps he sends a soldier, a ser- 
geant, and he is already provided for by this bill 
as a soldier; but if the general catches any fellow 
that happens to be standing about, and sends a 


It seems to me the 
’ 


message by him, is such messenger to have one | 


hundred and sixty acres of land besides the pay 


stipulated? He is a hireling to do a particular || 
duty, and is generally very well paid, I presume, || Senator from Ohio. 


I know of 


























































































particularly if in any danger. Why should we 
give him land ? How far must he have gone? 
How many miles must he have carried an express? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Fourteen miles, I 
suppose, will do. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. But it applies to ** ex- 
press-men.”? Is not he who carries a single 
message an express-man? 
limit the distance or prescribe any. 

Mr. HALE, It is limited to fourteen days’ 
service. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Not fourteen days for 
anexpress-man. There is no limitation of that 
| sort prescribed for them. We do not know how 
many of these men started to carry one single 
message, and carried it in the way in which they 
happened to be going. Is an express-man to have 
one hundred and sixty acres of land? If we are 
coing to give away land, [ am sure I can find as 
deserving a class as these express-men, who 
never did carry an express or serve a day in the 
Army. I cannot vote for anything so exceed- 
ingly indefinite as this. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. If any other terms 
can be suggested to express the character of the 
men, I shall have no objection. I can conceive 


of a great many men, not in regular military | 
| service, quite as deserving as many who will re- | 
ceive one huudred and sixty acres of land under | 
I believe | might say there were thou- | 
sands who traveled a considerable distance with- | 


this act. 


out being recognized or mustered into the service 


of the United States—perhaps hundreds of miles— | 


who will receive bounty land. 1 consider those 
for whom | propose to provide just as worthy as 
those who were enrolled for fourteen days in the 
same vicinity. 


expresses the idea very well, but | took it from 
communications which I have received. I under- 
stand that it is one of the most laborious services 
which can be performed. A general in command 
| of an army may take a man wherever he may 
find him; and, if he considers him trustworthy, 


an express, whether he belongs to his army or 
not. The Senator from Kentucky may have more 
experience about the subject than I have, but I 
understand the service is considered important. 


gauntlet through detachments of the enemy’s 
army, and into anenemy’s country. There is no 
| more perilous service—none more responsible. 

It may be said that there would be some pro- 
priety in affixing a limit; but I presume, where 
| there was employment for their services for four- 
teen days, they come within the spirit of that law. 
|] have heard of a single case where a man was 
employed by General ‘Taylor as an express-man, 
| though he did not belong to the Army, to go from 
Corpus Christi to some distant detachment, and 


General Taylor’s camp, and was severely wound- 
|} ed. Ought he not to be entitled to the bounty 
of the country under such circumstances? I 





| made these propositions, so far as | know, they 
| cover a very few cases. If they covered a large 


| class of cases, and were likly to lead toa prodigal | 


waste of public land, | should be willing to em- 
ploy some terms that would limit the operation 
| of the provision. I am willing to confine it to 
meritorious service. However, l am not tenacious 
about it. If it is supposed that it will lead to any 
such consequence, | will withdraw it. I only 
know of one case to which it could apply. 

[ think in the transport service, and in the surf- 
boat service, on the coast of Mexico, during the 
late war with that country, particularly consider- 
ing the exposure to which these men were sub- 
jected for several months, they really deserve the 
consideration of the Government. Th 
Senator from Ohio objects to including those in 
the transport service. I do not know myself to 
| what extent this relief would be granted. There 
may have been great numbers employed in that 
service—greater than I have supposed. The surf- 
boat men particularly, I think, are entitled to con- 
sideration, because they were required to be skill- 
ful, and their lives were continually exposed. 
There was a great deal of that sort of service on 
| the coast of Mexico during the late war. How- 
ever, | am willing to take the admission of the 
1 understand he is willing 


The bill does not | 


I do not know that the term ‘‘ express-men”? | 


| and daring, and intrepid, he will send him with | 


They have to run great risks, even to run the | 


| he was assailed within a few days after he left | 


should think it reasonable; but, as I said when I | 





1e honorable | 





——— 











to provide for the surf-boat men, and I wil] than, 
fore limit my amendment to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seer. 
tary will read the amendment as it now stands. 

The Secretary read it. ; 

It is so to amend the fifth section as to make jt 
read as follows: 

That clerks and other assistants of quartermasters, eom. 
missaries, paymasters, surgeons, and assistant surgeons 
together with artificers, the servants of officers, and other 
persons employed in or about the camps of the Army of 
the United States, and subject to military law, as weil ag 
artificers, the servants of naval officers, and all other r- 
sons employed on board of the armed vessels of the United 
States and in the surf-boat service during any of the wars 
specified in the first section of the act to which this js an 
amendment, shall be entitled to the benefits of the said act, 

Mr. PUGH. I will suggest that the amenq. 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee should be 
inserted after the words ‘‘ armed vessels,” go ag 
to make the phrase read ‘‘ on board of the armed 
vessels and in the surf-boats.’’ 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
alteration. 

Mr. STUART. I think, if the Senate wi] 
direct their attention to the fifth section, they wil] 
see that it covers every person eitherin the Amy 
or Navy of the United States who was subject to 
military or navalduty. I think that is going as far 
as a bounty land act oughtto go. Itshould not be 
lost sight of that when we introduce a provision 
into this act, it runs through the whole original 
act, extending through all the service since 1790, 
There may be a particular service during the 
Mexican war that was very meritorious. If so, 
let us have a special bill to provide for those par- 
ticular persons, naming them, but do not let us 
introduce into this bill, which covers all the wars 
of the country since 1790, a provision for men 
who were neither in the military nor naval ser- 
vice of the country. 

This fifth section was carefully prepared for 
the purpose of covering every description of per- 
sons who had been engaged in any war, and 
during that time were subject to be ealled on for 
military or navalduty. It will be seen here that, 
after naming the servants of officers—the original 
act named wagon-masters and others—the see- 
tion goes on: 


I agree to that 


—‘‘and other persons employed in or about the camps of 
the United States, and subject to military duty.” 

The same language is applied to service in the 
Navy. Every person employed, who at the time 
might be called on properly to perform military 
or naval duty, is now embraced in the fifth sec- 
tion, and I think we ought to hesitate before we 
extend it further. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have offered all 
these amendments, not because I supposed there 
was a large class which could be embraced or 
benefited by either of them, but because I knew 
there were applications of that description either 
made or to be made to Congress. I should be 
very sorry to do anything that would be in- 
congruous with, or destroy the symmetry of, the 
bill, or to include any class of persons other than 
those intended to be provided for by the original 
law which this is intended to amend, or by the 
new provisions of this bill. But it has seemed to 
me that the terms of the fifth section were so 
broad and general that they included some that 
might not be subject to military duty or authority 
as well as others. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator will see that the 
words, ‘‘ subject to military duty,’’ apply to all 
mentioned in that section. 

Mr. FOOT. I hope my honorable friend from 
Tennessee will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I withdraw it on 
the suggestion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FOOT. The Senate have already indi- 
cated their disinclination to enlarge the provisions 
of the substitute. I hope we shall take a vote 
upon it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have done my 
duty in presenting the amendment. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have an amendment to 
offer in relation to the introduction of parol tes- 
timony as a general question, but I do not exactly 
know how to get at the object which I have in 
view. 

Mr. PUGH. The House bill provides for that 
alone; and the amendment of the committee is to 
— that out. We can have a test question on 
that. 


Mao seanee 


. 


Fa ag 


are 


+ aM as 


is ten int 


1956. 


Mr. IV 
still there 
pill simp 
of the act 
the Hous 
yision, it 
that the C 

varol evi 

record ev 
ment, by 
away frot 
that, if pa 
ceive it I 
amendme 
of the Ho 
offer it as 
the Comn 
House bi 
read it for 

That son 
to certain a 
guldiers wh 
the United 
party claim 
of said act 
evidence ol 
rant has be 
by repealed 
exists, may 
under such 
prescribe. 

I prop 
substitute 
the Hous 
which th 
to strike 
there is s 
in my an 

Mr. P| 
another | 
move to: 
third sec 

Mr. LV 
that can 

Mr. PI 
motion t 
stitute, a 
section o 
“ record 

Mr. I\ 
Iam not 
and ther 
ceed to a 

Mr. 8’ 

Mr. StI 
also a pr 
have to | 


Mr. | 


» matter o 


ey 


Mr. 8S 
be taken 
Georgia, 
stricken 
adopted. 

Mr. I 
perhaps 
as it can 
the repe 
quired r 
he Land 
The Ho 
of parol 
The Co 
proper { 

making 
all case: 
and the 
think th 
encies. 

reportet 
the Sen 
very fer 

“That 

sections 

proved bi 

as inay b 

Well 

tions o 

bill of 

evident 
ples wl 
words: 

“Sec 
this act 


4s volur 
1514; al 


# think they 


dashe hoe 





1856. 








IV ERSON. I know that ver 
Z — re is a difficulty in the wa 
} || simply repeals so much of the e third section 
fthe act of 1855 as required record evidence. If || 
o House bill we oe assed with that simple pro- 
yision, it would not follow, as a matter of course, 
that the Commissioner of Pensions would receive 
pi arol evidence. He mightat his discretion require 
E record evidence. I want to provide an amend- 
| ment, by which that discrétion shall be taken 
away from the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
that, if parol te stimony is tendered, he shall re- 
-oive it in all cases. I therefore proposed this 
am ndment, which is somewhat an enlargement 
f the House bill. I presume itis competent to 
»y it as an amendment to the amendments of 
: ' » Committee on Public Lands. Itembraces the 
House bill, with a few additional words. 
read it for the instruction of the Senate: 
Bi That so much of the third’section of the act * in addition 
to certain acts granting bounty land to certain officers and 
euidiers who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,’ approved March 3, 1855, as requires the 
narty ¢ laiming ace rtific ate or warrant under the prov isions 
of said act to establish his or her right thereto, by record 
idence of the service for which said certificate or war- 
rant has been, or may be claimed, be and the same is here- 
by repealed; and parol ev idence, where no record evidence 
exists, may be admitted to prove the setvice performed, 
under such rules and regulations as the Pension Office may 
pre cribe. 


I propose that by way of amendment to the 
substitute reported by the committee. 


well, but i] 
“he House |} 


I will | 


It includes || 


the House bill as it came to us originally, and | 


which the Committee on Public Lands propose 
to strike out; 
there is something in addition to the House bill 
in my amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. I think it is inconsistent with 
another provision of the substitute, unless you 
move to strike it out. It is inconsistent with the 
third section. 

Mr. LVERSON. Ifmy amendment be adopted, 
that can be stricken out. 

Mr. PUGH. ‘The Senator had better make 
motion to strike out the third section of the sub- 
stitute, and insert his amendment. The third 
section of the substitute defines the meaning of 

‘record evidence’? under the former law. 

Mr. LVERSON. I have no objection to that. 
: am not very familiar with parliamentary rules, 

nd therefore do not exactly know how to pro- 
ceed to accomplish the obje ct. 

Mr. STUART. It is in order either w ay. 

> Mr.SUMNER. I would suggest that there is 
also a proviso in the seventh section which would 
have tu be stricken out. 


Mr. IVERSON. That will be done, as a | 
matter of course, if my amendment be adopted. 
Mr. SUMNER. I think the first vote might | 


be taken on the proposition of the Senator from 
Georgia, and then these other provisions can be 
stricken out, 


adopted. ; 
Mr. IVERSON. Yes, sir, that will be bett 
perhaps. ‘The Senate will remember that the bill, 


as it came from the House, simp ly provide d for 
the repeal of so much of the act of 1855 as re- 
quired record evidence. The Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands have reported a substitute for that bill. 
The House bill opened the door for the admission 
of parol ev idence generally ap plicable to all cases. 
The Committee on Public Lands have thought 
proper to report a bill striking out this provision 
S ail cases coming under the provisions of the law, 
» and they have proposed a substitute in which I 
y have committed very decided inconsist- 


encies. i think the substitute which the y have 


reported isa clear case of partial legislation, which || 
I proceed in a | 


the Senate ought not to sanction. 


very few words to show what I mean. It says: 


‘That, in cases arising under the ninth and eleventh | 


sections of the act aforesaid, the fact of service may be 
proved by parol testimony, under such rules and regulations 
as inay be prescribed by the Commissioner of Pensions.”’ 


Well, sir, what are the ninth and eleventh sec- 
tions of the act of 1855, in regard to which the 
bill of the committee proposes to admit parol 
evidence 


ples w hich they lay down? They are in these 
words: 


‘Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the benefits of 
this act shall be applie d to, and embrace those who served 
4s volunteers at the invasion of Plattsburg, in September, 

1514; also, at the battle of King’s Mountain, in the revolu- 


as a matter of course, if that be 


but the Senate will perceive that | 


\| battle of the Revolution, or of the 


‘ || intended to give them bounty land, 


making a general application of parol evidence to | 


, and to travel out of the general princi- | 


tionary war, and the battle of Nickojack, against the con 
federated savages of the South.” 


* Sec. Ll. .dnd be id further enacted, That the provisions 
of this act be applied to those who served as volunteers at 
the attack on Lewistow ny in Delawi are, by the Britisi fleet, 
inthe war of 1812 and le 

The committee propose to allow the persons 
| who served on these particular occasions the 
privilege of proving their service by parol evi- 
dence, and they exclude it in every other case. 
They refuse to permit any soldier, no mat 
where he has served, how he has served, in how 
| many battles he may have been engaged, to prove 
his service by parol evidence, but they permit it 
in these particular W hy, sir, the 
visions of the act of 1855 apply in this way. 
seventh section enac ts— 


ter 


cases. Yo- 


The 


‘*'That the provisions of this act, and all the bounty land 
laws heretofore passed by Congress, shall be extended to 
|| Indians in the same manner and to the same extent as if 

the said Indians had been white men.” 


The eighth section enacts— 

“ That the officers and soldiers of the revolutionary war, 
or their widows or minor children, shall be entitled to the 
benefits of this act.’’ 

By that clause the benetits of this act are ex- 
tended to all officers and soldiers of the revolu- 
tionary war, as well as to the soldiers who fought 
at Plattsburg, Lewistown, Nickojack, and King’s 
Mountain. ‘To be sure that clause does not spe- 

| cifically provide that the soldiers who fought at 
Saratoga, or at Monmouth, or at Yorktown, or 
atany particular place, shall be entitled to the 
benefits of the act. I suppose, if these places had 
been designated, the Committee on Public Lenia 
| would have allowed them to introduce parol tes- 


timony to support their claims; but where is the | 


| difference? The provisions of the law are ex- 
| tended to all officers and soldiers of the revolu- 
tionary war who were engaged in battle, and yet 
they are excluded by the operations of the act of 
1855, and of the amendment of the Committee on 
Public Lands, from the privilege of proving their 
| service by parol tesumony; while those who served 
at Plattsbure, and the other places which have 
been mentioned, are permitted by the bill which 
the committee have reported to prove their ser- 
vices by parol testimony. Now, I desire the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, or any member of it, or 
any member of the Senate, to show me the dif- 
ference in merit between men who fought at the 
battle of Monmouth, or Saratoga, or any other 
4 war of 1812, 
or in Mexico, or with indian tribes at any time, 
in any form or shape, and those persons who 
| fought at Plattsburg and Lewistown? You say 
that the law of 1855 intended to give bounty land 
| to the Plattsburg volunteers in terms; but the law 
of 1855 did not intend any more to give them 
land than to give land to the soldiers of the 
olution, and the soldiers who fought in Mexico. 
You say that, because the act of 1855 designated 
| the Plattsburg and other volunteers named, 


Rev- 


they shall be 
permitted to prove their services by pi arol testi- 
mony, When you also admit that the act of 1855 
intended to give bounty land to the soldiers of the 


to prove their service by parol evidence. It is 
unjust In its Operation, and ought not to be coun- 
tenanced, in my opinion, by the Senate. 

Again, the substitute reported by the € 
tee on Public Lands declares, that where asoldie r 
has heretofore obtained a bounty warrant from the 
Land Office for services heretofore rendered, 
the amount shall be less than one hundred and 
sixty acres, that bounty warrant shall be conclu- 
sive evidence of his service. 

Mr. PUGH. Prima facie evidence. 

Mr. LVERSON. 
| the service he has rendered, so as to entitle him 

to the full benefit of the law, to increase the quan- 
tity of land to one hundred and sixty acres. The 

| singularity of that provision is this: that under the 
original bounty land laws the soldier was entitled 
| to establish his claim to bounty by parol testi- 
mony. A man who served one month was enti- 
tled to forty acres of land, and he could establish 
it by parol evidence; a man who served four 
months was entitled to eighty acres, and he could 
| establish his services by parol testimony; and so 
in relation to the one hundred and sixty acres. 
| But now, by this bill which the committee have 
reported, you make a judgment of the Land Office, 
founded on parol evidence, the basis of a claim to 








At any rate it is evidence of 


and | 


tevolution, and yet you refuse to permit them | 


Commit- | 


| 
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Jem) bounty from the Government, when 
you refuse to permit a man who has served the 
fourteen days subsequently to obtain his bounty 
by the exhibition of parol testimony. There is 
the inconsist ney. 

Again, sir, the Committee on Public Lands, in 


th venth section of their substitute, make this 
provision: 


om 


“hat the provisions of the said act shall extend to all per- 








sons who have served as volunteers with the armed forces of 
the United States, subject to military orders for the space of 
fourieen lays, it ’ of the wars specified in the first section 
ofthe said act, whe the rsuch pers one were or were not mus 
tered into the service ofthe United States: Provided however, 
That in cases arising under this section the Commissioner 
of Pensions be, and he is hereby, authorized to receive the 
affidavit, or other authenticated statement or re port, of any 
officer of the Army of the United States, in obedience to 
whose commands, or with whom, such military service was 
rendered, if record evidence thereof cannot be produced.”’ 


According to the provisions of the substitute 
of the committee, if a’company of soldiers were 
called out, and had the good luck to serve with 
half a dozen regular soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, they can prove their service by 
parol testimony. If a company has been called 
into service by a general officer, or an officer of 

the Army of the United States, and they serve 
with other soldiers of the United States, the y are 
entitled to prove their service by parol testimony; 
whereas, all those who may have served in an 
isolated form, or a company, battalion, or regi- 
ment, W ho may have been called out, and served 
by themselves, notin company with other soldiers 
of the United States, not called out by an officer 
of the Government, but called out by the executive 
of a State, are not permitted to prove their service 
by parol testimony. Where is the difference? It 
is true, the committee require the affidavit or the 
the person calling them out; but 
what is that but parol evidence? It is not record 
evidence. It is parol evidence strictly speaking. 

Now, | want to know where is the merit and 


| where the reason and justice of permitting sol- 


diers who fortunately mi ay have served with ‘othe or 
soldiers of the Army of the United States, and 
mav have been called out by an officer of the 
Government, to prove their service by parol 
testimony, when you exclude all other soldiers 
from the same privilege? 

Sir, | am not in favor of this partial legislation, 


fviving to one set of soldiers a privilege which 
you deny to others. Let them all have the priv- 
ilege or none. Iam in favor of introducing the 


general syste m'of parolevidence. It was adopted 
rior to the act of 1855. Ito erated well. We 
veard no complaint of it. ‘The Commissioner 
of Pensions can adopt such rules and regulations 
as he may think proper to prevent fraud. He 
may tre neh it around by such barriers that no 
man can break through them. It is left discre- 
tionary with him. Where isthe danger? Sir, 
your whole system of pensions stands on parol 
evidence. Even the soldiers of the Revolution, 
who fought seventy odd years ago, are entitled to 
prove their right to a pension by parol testimony; 
and when you adopt the principle of parol evi- 
dence to establish the claims of our revolutionary 
soldiers to pensions, why not adopt it in relation 
to other persons who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States? Why not 
apply it to bounty lands as well as to pénsions to 
ip rs of the re ‘volutionary and other wars? [| 

van see 2o difference in the principle or the justice 
ot the cases. 

The anomaly of this legislation is this: That 
when you permit a soldier to obtain a pension 
from the Government on parol proof, and parol 
proof alone, if that be satisfactory, according to 
the rules and regulations adopted by the Pension 
Office, you will not permit those who have served 
their country to have bounty land on the same 
evidence, both of them being in the same cate- 
gory. They are mere gratuitous bounties given 
to our soldiers for the services which they have 
performed. 

I think there is an injustice in the distinction. 
It is an invidious distinction which ought not to 
be adopted by Congress; | therefore propose to 
open the door to parol evidence in all cases, and 
to put every one on the same footing. The sol- 
dier of the Revolution is certainly entitled as 
much to the bounty of the Government, and the 
honor and credit of having performed valuable 
services as a man who fought at Plattsburg, or at 
King’s Mountain, or at Lewistown, or anywhere 
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else. I a to allow them all the privilege of | am 


establishing their claim by parol evidence. With 
these remarks I submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. Ido not care to discuss the 

uestion if the vote is to be taken. 

Mr. IVERSON. Icall for the yeas and nays 
on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. 
don me for a moment, while I reply briefly to the 
Senator from Georgia. My great object is to 
defend what he calls the inconsistencies of the 
committee. Sir, if he will apply his remark to 
the inconsistencies of the law of 1855, he will 
strike the truth, The object of the Committee on 
Public Lands has been simply to carry out, in 
good faith, the act of 1855. The Senator asks, 
is nota service at Monmouth equal to a service 
at King’s Mountain, orat Plattsburg, or at Nick- 
ojack? Undoubtedly it is, but let us not be 
ceceived., 
provided that a man should have performed four- 
teen days’ actual service, or must have been act- 
ually in battle, or he could not get bounty land. 
‘The Senate decided at the last Congress, when 
they passed the act of 1855, that, although the 
volunteers at Plattsburg and at King’s Mountain, 
and at Nickojack, had not served fourteen days, 
and although they had not been mustered into 
the service of the United States, and some of them 
had not been paid by the United States, they 
should receive one hundred and sixty acres of 
lan4, 

The interpretation of the act at the Pension 
Office was, that it did not require that the men 
named in these sections should have served four- 
teen days, but that the service must be proved by 
record. 
of the opinion that that interpretation was in- 
correct, just as they have been of the opinion 
that the interpretation which has been cured by 
the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Cottamer] was incorrect, and 
that ic limited the action of the bill of 1855; there- 
fore, the Committee on Public Lands reported 


these amendments to carry out precisely what | 


Congress in 1855 declared should be done. So 
much for that part of the subject. 

Mr. LVERSON. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. IVERSON. The act of 1855 doubtless 
intended to give bounty land to the Plattsburg 


and other volunteers; but the act of 1855 did not | 
intend to exclude them from the operation of the | 


requirement of record evidence. 
ir. STUART. j 
Committee on Public Lands decided that it did. 
Mr. IVERSON. Exactly; the Committee on 
Public Lands did, but the act of 1855 did not. 
Mr. STUART. They decided that the true 


construction was that persons engaged in the | 


battles named were not subject to the require- 
ment of fourteen days’ service, or the limitation 
of record evidence, arsed it was known; and 
if the Senator from Georgia had occupied the 
place he now does, during that discussion, he 
would have seen it was admitted throughout 
the debate, that there were no records in those 
cases. 
known to the Senate then, as well as it is known 
to-day. The Senate thought there were peculi- 
arities attached to that service which induced 


them, properly, to give one hundred and sixty | 
acres of land to every man engaged in it. The || 


Committee on Public Lands has net traveled 
one inch beyond what the law of 1855 did. 


In regard to the seventh section, which the Sen- | 


ator also attacks, I will say, as I stated the other 
day, that provision was introduced at the instance 
of the Senator from Florida, amember of the com- 
mittee, forthe purpose of reaching men who served 
in the Florida war with regular soldiers, but were 
never mustered into the service. It retains the 
ae of the law by requiring this proof to be 
made by the commanding officer, and that com- 
manding officer to be a United States officer. ‘There 
is the whole effect of it. The effect of the Senator’s 
amendment is precisely what would be the effect 
of the House bill. I said to the Senator that he 
was in order in moving it now, but his whole ar- 
gument would have been as good on the question 
te strike out the House bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. I will explain the reason. I 


I trust the Senate will par- 


The act of 1855, by its first section, | 


The Committee on Public Lands were | 


That is the very point. The | 


It was stated here distinctly, and it was \| 


|| law to the Commissioner of Pensions, because 
he might still require record evidence. 
Mr. STUART. 
could not be done, but I am not going to com- 
plain of that. When Congress, by a deliberate 


not willing to leave the construction of that |! 


The Senator will see that 


act, repeals the provision of the law requiring | 
record evidence, it would be an absurdity for the | 


presents the question whether Congress will re- 
peal the provision requiring record evidence, and 
open the door to parol proof of service as far 
back as 1790? 


Commissioner to require it. As I have said, this | 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have not participated | 


in this debate, and I will very frankly say that I 
have understood its difficulties and its embarrass- 
ments. I have, to a great extent, sympathized 
with the action of the committee. 
very difficult matter to guard against frauds and 
impositions on the Government; and I am satis- 
fied that the great prompting cause of the vigi- 
lance with which the substitute of the committee 


I knowit is a | 


has been prepared and guarded, is to accomplish | 


that object. Iam very conscious that it is not 
the design of the committee to deprive any man 
who served in any of our wars of that to which 
he was originally entitled. 

surrounded with difficulties. 


3ut this question is | 


Now, why should we discriminate in favor of | 


particular volunteers or troops to the prejudice of 
others? As has been so eloquently stated by the 
Senator from Georgia, why should we admit 
parol proof of the service of those who fought at 
Nickojack and Plattsburg, and refuse it to others? 

Mr. PUGH. These may be very good reasons 
for striking out those propositions, but they are 
not good reasons for adopting this amendment. 
I wish to call my friend’s attention to that point, 
because it seems to me the speech of the Senator 
from Georgia is an argument for striking out cer- 
tain provisions; but I have not yet heard any 
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ee cle 
forth and establishes the fact by the most incon. 
testable testimony of the most reputable mo», 
that he did serve the required time, but from the 
simple fact of his indisposition, he has not been 
able to acquire his land. 

Now, what is to be the consequence? Tp, 
great object is to protect the Treasury, and t, 
protect the Government from being plundered o¢ 
its land. But this Government is to be put to 
more expenditure bea system inaugurated by 
acting specially on each petition, than by openine 
the door to parol testimony, to allow persons to 
establish service. That is but the commence. 
ment of a system of legislation which will appeal 








| to the liberality and justice of every Senator and 


member of Congress. When they have estab. 
lished the fact that they had performed the ser. 
vice, and would have been entitled to land if thei, 
names were on the roll, Congress will not deny 
them their rights. , 

I merely allude to that case to illustrate the 


| great difficulty which surrounds this question, 


| there is proof for which I can vouch, and about 


| for fear that we may do wrong. 
|| of the Senator from Georgia is sufficiently strin- 


argument for this general admission of parol evi- || 


dence. Imay vote with the Senator on striking 
out the clause allowing parol testimony in certain 
cases. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I think I can show my 


not for striking out that proof, but | am intrinsic- 
ally for carrying out the provisions of the act of 
|| 1855. What did we intend by giving bounty 


land to all the troops who served in the various | 
wars of the country by the act of 1855? Was it | 


not that every individual should be entitled to 
one hundred and sixty acres of land? The ques- 
tion arises now, how are these facts to be estab- 
lished? According to the rules or regulations of 
the Pension Office, or must we have record evi- 
dence of the service? 

I have now a case before me, and pending 
before a committee of this House, strikingly in 
point, which I am not disposed to pass over, but 


to goas far as the committee to prohibit anything 
like imposition on the Government; but, in doing 
| that, | am unwilling to perpetrate a wrong or 


to the same rights, provided he has the identical 
proof recognized by the law. I have nowon m 
| table the petition of a gentleman calling on Con- 
|| gress for relief. He alleges that he served in the 
|| Indian war of 1836, and that two of the soldiers 
| who served with him have received their quota 
| of land, and yet he cannot get his, from the fact 
that his name happens not to be on the roll. He 
alleges that he served the time required by law; 
but, from the fact of his indisposition when the 
ee were discharged, there is no evidence to 
| establish the fact that his name appeared on the 
roll. In confirmation of what this gentleman 
states, and I will not trouble the Senate by reading 
it, two gentlemen of acknowledged reputation, 
residing in the vicinity where I reside, assert that 
they served with him, and they certify to his 
indisposition. They have received their one 
hundred and sixty acres, and he has not received 
one acre. 
I appeal to the Senate, and ask what excuse can 
'| be given for a case of that kind? The committee 
> , 
|| and the gentlemen who have discussed this ques- 
| tion on the opposite side of the Chamber, say 
that the bill intended to give every individual who 
served a certain period in any war, one hundred 
| and sixty acres of land. This gentleman comes 











inflict an injustice on an individual who is entitled | 


honorable friend from Ohio one case, at least, || 
where it does apply, and with great force. I am | 








We say we intended to confer on every soldier 
from the revolutionary war down to the present 
period, a certain amount of land; and, except in 
particular cases, record proof of the service must 
be produced. Inthe case to which I have alluded, 
which there can be no doubt, to establish the faet 
that the service was performed; but his name wag 
dropped from the rolls, and he is not able to 
obtain his land. Will any Senator say—will the 
gentlemen who have contested the allowance of 
parol testimony say—that if these facts are 
clearly established, to the satisfaction of the 
Senate, that gentleman would not be entitled to 
receive his land? 

The great difficulty is, that we will not do right 
The amendment 


gent, in the hands of a faithful officer, to guard 
against frauds. ‘Those who are disposed to per- 
yetrate fraud on the Treasury can do it as well 
ce record as by parol proof. It seems to me, 


| under all the circumstances, that, confiding to the 
| discretion of the officer who controls all matters 


of this kind, it will be safer to adopt the bill of 
the House, or the amendment of the Senator from 


| Georgia, than to turn a deaf ear to the claims of 








| all doubt. 


pint, * | gentlemen who have opposed the amendment of 
|| will bring to the notice of the Senate. I am willing |; 


a man who can so thoroughly and fully establish 
his services as the petitioner to whom I have 
alluded. 

I have been written to in numerous instances, 
by gentlemen in whom I have the most implicit 
confidence, who show that there is a considerable 


|| class of persons excluded from the benefits of the 
| law, by the simple fact that in the hurry and con- 
| fusion of an outbreak incident to volunteer ser- 
| vice, their names have not been placed on the 


rolls, but whose service can be established beyond 
According to the interpretation of the 


the Senator from Georgia, I think we shall incur 


| heavier expense in acting on various applications 


on separate cases in Congress, than will be in- 
curred if the amendment of the honorable Senator 
from Georgia be adopted. 

I concur with the committee, that there is great 
difficulty in opening a question of this kind, but 
we have adopted the policy, and we have de- 
clared by our law, that those who perform the 
service shall be entitled to these rewards. The 
question now is, how shall that service be es- 
tablished? Is it to be established to the satisfac- 
tion of the officers of the Government ? It is said 
on one side, that if we doso we are liable to frauds 
and imposition. Suppose we fail to do that? You 
will find clustering on your table, for months and 
years to come, the petitions of gentlemen who 
say you have awarded this compensation to their 
comrades, but have denied it to them. I shall, 


therefore, vote for the amendment of the Senator 
_from Georgia, and I trust it will receive the 


sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. I am sorry to trouble the Senate 
with any more remarks, but as this is an essen- 
tial portion of the bill, and involvesa question to 
which it seems to me those who are disposed to 
favor the amendment of the Senator from Georgi@, 
have given but little consideration, I must beg 

rdon for again trespassing on the time of the 

nate. I stated, in interruption of my friend 
from Alabama, that the speech of the Senator 
from Georgia might afford good reasons for 
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striking out the exceptional cases to which he 
-llyded, but afforded no reason whatever for his 
amendment. I stated yesterday that, under the 
ain . . . 

system which prevails in the army and in the 
volunteer service, when volunteers have been 
mustered into the army, it must be a pure acci- 
dent indeed; it must be one case in a thousand, 
or agreater disproportion, where a soldier’s name 

“oS ene 

does not appear on some military record. Now, 
my friend from Alabama thinks he has a case, 
and | have been anxious to find one. He thinks 
he has a constituent here who has produced to 
the Senate indisputable proof that he served four- 
teen days, and yet whose name does not appear 
on the muster-roll. Does my honorable friend 
know the petitioner ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
and | know his witnesses. 

Mr. PUGH. Let us see what this petitioner 
says. lf he is allowed to give testimony in his 
own case, he makes it tolerably clear; but he is 
the only witness. He states: 

“That on or ebout the )0th day of May, 1836, your peti- 
tioner, then and still a resident of the county of Montgom- 
ery and State of Alabama, with many others formed a vol- 
unteer company under Captain Justus Wyman, and joined 
the regiment under the command of Colonel Shackeltord, 
and marched into the Creek Nation during the Indian dis- 
turbanees in Alabama that year, and that he continued in 
the discharge of his duty as a private soldier in the com- 
pany of sid Wyman, until honorably discharged at Mont- 
gomery, on the 27th of June, 1836.” 


Yes, sir, I know him, 


He seems to have served for a very short period 
according to his own account; but he goes on to 
say: 

“In explanation of his name’s not being found on the 
rolls, the undersigned states that when Captain Wyman’s 
company was mustered for pay, he, your petitioner, was 
sick in bed, and did not receive his pay, nor never has to 
this time, and presumes from the fact that he was not pres 
ent at the paying off of said company, is the reason why 
his name does not appear on the pay-roll of said company.”’ 

As I stated yesterday, tle pay-roll is not the 
only record. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
the two witnesses. 

Mr. PUGH. I shall come to that; but I wish 
now to take this petition, for I propose to take the 


Read the statement of | 


case of my friend from Alabama to illustrate my | 


objection to this very amendment. I say the pay- 
roll is not the only record. Where is the muster- 
roll? When these men were first called out in 
array, and first received into the company, they 
were mustered; where is the muster-roll ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will say to my hon- 
orable friend from Ohio, that he will perceive, on 
examination of the statement of the petitioner, 


that these men were called into service very hur- | 


riedly at an unexpected outbreak of the Indians in 
1836. I doubt whether any muster-rolls have 
been returned to the Department in this case; but 
I am not informed on that point. 

Mr. PUGH. Whether returned to the Adju- 
tant General’s office or not, the muster-roll, if 
itis in existence, can be produced. There are 
many cases which have veen rejected at the Pen- 
sion Bureau for lack of record evidence, where 
there is plenty of it;butit is not in the office here. 
It is in the States, at home, and needs only to be 
produced. The roll of a regiment is proof for a 
thousand men, and when it is produced, it is 
sufficient. If Senators deem it advisable to pro- 
vide, by a joint resoiution, that the Pension Office 
should be directed to apply to the States for the 
muster-rolls, the pay-rolls, or other records evi- 
dencing the services of their militia, | should have 
no objection to it. 

Now, | return to the case which my friend from 
Alabama has presented. This man says he was 
sick during a large portion of his, period of service. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Sick when discharged. 

Mr. PUGH. He was sick on pay-day as he 
says. He was not with his company. If he 
had been with his company, whether sick or 
well, he would have been paid. If he was at the 
place where the company was, he would have 
been mustered on the day of payment. Now, I 
do not presume tosay, but,if | were to pronounce 
an opinion on this man’s own statement, it would 
be that he was not then at the place of service— 
that he had been sent home as a sick man before. 
Was he fourteen days in the service? My friend 
says that fact is establisned by the affidavit of two 
other men who were with him. Let us see their 
affidavit: 

“ We, the undersigned, residents of the county of Mont- 
gomery, and State of Alabama, do, upon our oaths, declare 








| that we were members of Captain Wyman’s company of 


volunteers during the Indian disturbances in Alabama in 
1836, and that we have each received a land warrant for 
one hundred and_sixty acres of land for our services in said 
company.”? 


That is their own service. Now what do they 
say of the petitioner? 

* And we further declare, that Joseph Mount, whose 
name appears to the foregoing petition, was a member of 
said company atthat time ; and we believe, from our recol 
lection and knowledge of the man, that his statement is 
true.’ 

Do they swear that he served fourteen days? 
Not atall. Now atthe distance of so many years 
—full twenty years after the transaction—they 


| swear, from theirindefinite recollection, and from 


| ment has removed to an adjoining State. 


their knowledge of the man, that they believe his 
statement to be true. This shows the fallibility 


} 


of human testimony after the lapse of twenty | 
years. I have no doubt that this petitioner served, | 


fe may have served fourteen days, but I think it 
is altogether more likely that he did not; that he 
was discharged for disability before the expira- 
tion of that period. 
rades, are not able to state that he served any 
particular period. 


the company. They recollect seeing him there, 


and they imagine, from his own statement, that | 
That is exactly the | 


he served fourteen days. 


These two men, his com- | 


They recollect that he was in | 


case as presented by the petitioner himself. It is 


to prevent exactly such cases that I opposed the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio, | will say 
that I know the petitioner in the case to which 
allusion has been made. j 
mechanic, residing in the city of Montgomery, 
near my own home. I know the two gentlemen 
who have made the certificate which accompanies 
his petition which has been commented on ae the 
Senator from Ohio. My friend has indulged in 
some speculations as to the man’s name having 
been dropped from the roll. I think the most 
rational conclusion would be that, in transcribing 


the record, or something of that sort, his name | 


has been accidentally omitted. But if the proof 
which he has presented would not be sufficient to 
show that, “he the rules and regulations which 
the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner 
of Pensions may prescribe, the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia would of course exclude 
him. 

It is true, as stated by my friend from Ohio, 
that a long time has elapsed since this service 
was performed. I know that the commander of 
the company is dead, and the colonel of the regi- 
: For 
myself I think the case of this petitioner is very 
plainly and clearly made out. His companions in 
arms say that he was in the company, and the 
presumption is that he served in that company 
during the whole time. This, however, does not 
show that imposition could be practiced on the 


Government under this amendment; because, if | 


the proof of the party does not come up to the 


rules and regulations which the proper officer | 


of the Government would prescribe, he would be 
excluded. All] ask is that you shall allow that 
class of individuals who have been excluded, and 
who can establish beyond all doubt their service, 
an opportunity to come forward and avail them- 


selves of the rights extended to others who have 
been more fortunate in having their names placed 


| on the roll. 


Mr. PUGH. The idea thata name has slipped 
offthe muster-roll isinadmissible. Sucha thing 
cannot happen; and if Senators were familiar with 


| the process they would see it in a moment. 
| Whenever the company is mustered, which hap- 


pens every two months, there are four rolls, two 
for pay and two for mere muster. The pay-roll 
contains everything that is on the muster-roll, and 
in addition, it contains a place for the soldiers’ 
receipts of theirpay. The mustering officer calls 


| thatroll in the presence of the company, and every 


| man who is present answers to his name. 


Those 
who do not answer are marked on the original 
document, and then the captain of the company 
is required to account forthem. Where are those 
men whom you say are in the service of the 
United States? One of them is in prison; one of 
them is a captive with the enemy; one of them is 
in the hospital; and one of them is on detached 
service; they are all accounted for, and the fact is 
entered on the muster-roll, and the officer com- 


Being appealed to by | 


He is an honest, worthy | 
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manding the company certifies thet such is the 
fact, on his honor, which is equivalent to an oath, 
for if he makes a false certificate he will be cash- 


iered. The mustering officer must see that it is 
true. He is put there to look after the fact, and 
when he ascertains it he certifies it on each of 


those four rolls. 

What becomes of them? One of those rolls 
remains with the company in possession of the 
captain or commanding officer. Another is sent 
by the mustering officer to the Adjutant General’s 
office,and kept there. The two pay-rolls are de- 
livered to the paymaster, and he keeps them, one 
for himself and one to be filed in the paymaster’s 
office. Here are four documents compared by 
two officers in the presence of the whole com- 
pany. l speak of the service—the regular ser- 
vice and the volunteer service—and, therefore, I 
say it is all idle for Senators to talk about a man’s 
name having slipped off the muster-roll if he was 
there, and there ever was a record. 

The Senator from Alabama has made a case 
here. Why, sir, if this amendment be adopted 
that man would not get a warrant on this proof. 
His statement may be true; | do not deny it; 1 
do not mean to call the individual’s character in 
question. He is certified to by my friend from 
Alabama, and my friend knows that | would take 
his certificate for anything; but I ask Senators 
if, inthe case of men who are not known on papers 
like this, you are going to grant bounty land cer- 
tificates? Why, sir, if you do, instead of the 
thirty-five millions of acres which my friend from 
Michigan supposed would be taken under this 
law, one iene millions of acres will be taken. 
Your law extends back to every war in which 

| the United States have been engaged since the 
year 1790, and you are to take the recollections 
of men during all this space of time, not as to the 
mere fact of service, but the length of service. My 
friend from Alabama would not trust himself to- 
day to make a positive, unqualified affidavit that 
any particular person was with him for a period 
of two weeks twenty years ago. 

Mr. IVERSON. I desire to ask the Senator 
what is the difference between remembrance forty 
years ago and seventy years ago. ‘The commit- 
tee propose to allow parol evidence of service at 
Plattsburg, and at King’s Mountain. 

Mr. PUGH. I have already stated that the 
Senator from Georgia may have given good rea- 
sons for rejecting the clause of the substitute of 
the committee, to which he has alluded; but he 
has given no reason for adopting his amendment. 
The question is, shall we adopt the general propo- 
sition of allowing parol testimony? I can recol- 
lect that certain persons served in the course of 
my short service in the Mexican war, and if ap- 
pealed to I could state the fact, but 1 would not 
undertake, even after this brief lapse of time—six 
or eight years—to say how long they served, or 
whether they were at a particular place. I can 
tell the Senate furthermore, that since the Mexi- 
can war | have been importuned to make- affida- 
vits of the most circumstantial character to facts 
happening, sworn to by the soldier, and some- 
times by many of his comrades, when I had in 
my possession testymony to show that they were 
wholly without foundation. They persuaded 
themselves that the facts were as they stated, and 
that they had incurred disability at a given time. 
One man, who lives in your State, Mr. President, 
sent me a formal affidavit by himself, and some 
of his comrades, certified to the fact that ona 
given day he received a gun-shot wound at a cer- 
tain place. I happened to recollect that the com- 
pany was not under fire on thatday. The man 
thought so; he had received an injury in his foot, 


| and he persuaded himself that it was on that oc- 


casion, and his comrades thought so. 

I tell the Senate at once, that the moment this 
door is opened, I would much rather listen to the 
proposition of the Senator from New ec, 
and let us give everybody one hundred and sixty 
acres. A case was stated to me by a gentleman 
who represents the State of Tennessee in the 
other Saeed where a man who acted as the sub- 
stitute for another, and answered to his name on 
the muster-roll, and served through the whole 
period of time—perhaps they were brothers—and 

| who had not established his claim to bounty land; 
but that case, he said to me at once, was covered 
under the provision of our substitute system ,which 
| allows those who have received pensions to have 
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land under this act. Th f 
that sort, but the Senate will see ina moment how | 





THE CONGRES 


here might be a case of | out by any State authority; they were never reg- 








ularly mustered; they had no muster-rolls; they 


rare it would be; and whenever it does occur,and | had no record. They were the people of the 


is established by clear proof, we can pass a special | 
act to cover it, and then we shall have done our | 
duty. ; , : 
I repeat, that if the Senate admit testimony by | 
affidavit, based on recollection of events twenty, 
thirty, or forty years past, to certify to the period 
of service of only fourteen days, there will prob- | 
ably be an amount of claims made, by persons 
who never rendered any service, that will utterly 
astonish my distinguished friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Bropneap,} who thought the orig- 
inal bill was as liberal us it was possible to make 
it 


I hope the Senate will vote down this proposi- 
tion, and if there is any meritorious man whose 
name 1s noton the muster-roll, it is a pure acci- 
dent, it is an occasional case; for what I stated 
a few moments since relative to mustering, is 
the ordinary course of proceeding in the Army. 
Probably in the days of the Revolution, and in | 
some of the earlier wars before the Army was as 
compactly organized as at present inall respects, 
the muster-rolls might have been destroyed; but 
we have provided for that. We have inserted a 
section deiiclor that if there ever was a roll 
which is now destroyed or lost, there may be 
yarol evidence of its contents. Furthermore, we 
een »rovided that wherever in past time the | 
party ow established satisfactorily his right to | 
a pension or his right to eighty or forty acres 
under former bounty land acts, it should be a pre- 
sumption in his favor. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. And it required longer 
service to obtain land under those acts. 

Mr. PUGH. Asmy friend suggests, it required 
longer service in those cases, therefore the dan- 
gers of parol testimony were not so great. Under 
those acts a man inust have served three months 
to be entitled to forty acres; six months foreighty | 
acres, and nine months for one hundred and 
twenty acres. Aman might well be able to testify 
to so fm a period of service as this, who could 
not be trusted to testify to a period of nearly 


| 
| 





| country assembling together of their own motion 


to disperse and destroy the tories who infested 
that region. It was an uprising of the people; it 
was probably as brilliant an achievement as can 
be found in the history of the revolutionary war, 
but was of such an exceptional character that the 
moment you require record evidence of the service 

ou shut out the volunteers at King’s Mountain. 
las not say that their service was more merito- 
rious than that of the men who fought at Mon- 
mouth, but at Monmouth there was a record. 1 
stated yesterday that there had not been thus far 


'a single application for a land warrant by any 


person who served at King’s Mountain; at least, 
the Commissioner has no recollection of one. 
Now, I come to the case of the battle against 
the savages at Nickojack; and what was that? 
It was, I believe, before the territorial government 
was established south of the river Ohio; at all 
events, it was before the State of Tennessee was 
formed. I think it was while the people pre- 


| tended to have the State of Franklin; and they 


anda few individuals on the extreme western bor- 
der of what was then the State of North Caro- 


| lina, fought against the confederated array of sav- 


| vice for bounty land. 





fourteen days. 1} 


I think I have explained sufficiently the reason 
why, whilst [ oppose this amendment, I approve | 
the proposition, that wherevera person has estab- 
lished his right to a pension, and has been re- 
ceiving payment of it from year to year, it should 
be prima facia evidence of his service. We have | 
not made it conclusive evidence; we have not 
said that it shall not be impeached; we have not 
said that the Commissioner shall be bound by it, 
but that in all cases where it is not impeached 
and where it appears fair on its face, he can 
receive it as prima facia evidence and grant the 
warrant upon it. We make the same provision | 
where bounty land has been granted by former 
acts. 

My friend from Georgia asks the reason of 
some special provisions in the substitute of the 
committee, Perhaps! can explain it. He puts it to | 
the Senate as a question of merit, and he wishes | 
to know if the merit of a man who has served | 
at Monmouth is not as great as the merit of a 
man that served at Plattsburg? Certainly the | 
merit of these men is allequal. It is not a ques- | 
tion of merit; it is a question of evidence. In 
the case of Monmouth there was a record, and we 
do not need any parol evidence. The record was 
either kept at the time, or will be found among 
the archives of the Continental Congress, or of 
the United States at the time when they first | 
established their system of commutation and 
pensions to those soldiers. Itdoes not need parol 
evidence in the case of those men; it is not pre- | 
tended that any of them have lost their right on | 
account of the requirement of record evidence. | 
The revolutionary soldier does not want parol 
evidence. It will do him no good. He cannot | 
find his witnesses; he must go by the record, and 
he has no other chance. 

Why do we admit parol evidence in the case of | 
the battle of King’s Mountain, the battle of Nick- 
ojack, the attack on Lewistown, and the invasion 
of Plattsburg? Not that they are more merito- 
rious, but that they are uliar cases. What. 
were they? I will take the first in point of time, , 
the battle of King’s Mountain. The troops en- | 

aged in that battle were not called out by the | 
ontinental Congress; they were not even called | 
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ages. ‘They had no record; in the nature of the 
case they could have none; and if you do not 
admit parol evidence as to them we exclude them 
altogether. I doubt whether there has been a 
single application from one engaged in that ser- 
I presume the parties are 
all dead. 

We come next to the case of Plattsburg, and 
that has afforded the Senator from Georgia his 
chief argument. I stated, yesterday, that I was 
opposed, in committee, to the admission of parol 
evidence in the case of the Plattsburg volunteers. 
In that respect | was in a minority. It is the only 
proposition in the substitute of the committee to 
which I did not fully assent; but I can well see the 
reasons which influenced the minds of the other 
gentlemen on the committee. That wasa sudden 


|| emergency. The Governor of the State having re- 


fused to call out the militia, they went on their own 
responsibility as individuals, and if they had any 
records at all, they must have been more or less 
imperfect. At all events, the act of 1855 made 
this distinction, for whereas, it required in all 
other cases that the soldier should either have 
been in battle, or have served for fourteen days, 
it allowed these men the benefit of bounty land 
without any of those restrictions. Whether it 
was right or wrong, for Congress to do this, it is 
not for me to say. They did it, and the duty of 
the committee was to execute the statute as they 
found it, and not to go beyond it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the Senator will permit 
me, I will say a few words in confirmation of 
what he has said in regard to the battle of Platts- 
burg, for I was there myself. 

Mr. PUGH. lLunderstood from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that the Senator was there. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I would merely state, in 
confirmation of what the Senator from Ohio has 
said, that we assembled, organized ourselves, 
chose our own officers, and, in the course of the 
night, arms were furnished. We had no time to 
take a roll of one of those companies. 

Mr. PUGH. I can well suppose, as my friend 
from Vermont states, how it can have happened 
in that case. There was a regiment of the Ver- 
mont militia who had been accepted into the 
service of the United States and handed over to 
the officer commanding the forces of the United 
States. That regiment marched out of the State 
under the orders of the United States officer into 
the State of New York, and that regiment was in 
the battle of Plattsburg. As stated by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Foor] at the last Con- 
gress, the Governor of the State issued a proc- 
lamation to them to return within the limits of 
the State, and the answer of that regiment to the 
Governor, refusing to obey, is one of the most 
manly and patriotic documents that can be found 
in the archives of the Republic. These men not 
waiting for the orders of their State authorities, 
rallying in their own towns, hastily formed, and 
started in this great emergency of an invasion of 
British forces from Canada into the adjacent 
State of New York. They started off in this 
tumultuous manner, and I can well see how these 
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men may not have waited to have any recor 
formed. 

In the other wars, in the case of those me 
were called out by requisition—in the case of those 
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State authorities or the authorities of the General 


Government, there is no such necessity for ad. 
mitting parol evidence. I repeat I do not put it 
on the ground of merit; for, although I think that 
the volunteers who served at Plattsburg evinced 
a degree of patriotism equal to that which is to be 
found in the most brilliant achievements of our 
history, Ido not deny that there are others equal| 
meritorious. The simple question is, whethe 
you will require of them what they cannot pros 
duce, but what the others can produce? 

I come now to the proviso in the seventh gee. 
tion, which provides for persons who have seryeq 
as volunteers with the armed forces, subject to 
military orders for the space of fourteen days, 
The Senator from Florida, who is a member of 
the Committee on Public Lands, [Mr. Matrory 
stated to the committee that, of his own knowi. 
edge, there were many cases of individuals and of 
companies, perhaps, some of them from the State 


| of Georgia, who, without ever having been mus. 


tered into the service, marched to the encampment 
during the Florida war, and served there under 
the order of some officer of the United States as 
commander of the encampment or of the army in 
the field. The section as it stands does not re. 
quire that they shall have served under a regular 
officer of ‘ae Army; it is sufficient if he were a 
volunteer officer. In some cases, we understood 
that the men served six months and furnished 
their own horses and provisions, but were never 
paid. The committee agreed that these men were 
fairly entitled to bounty land; but inasmuch as, 
if you require a muster-roll from them, they could 
not produce it, you must either allow parol evi- 
dence in their case, or cut them off from bounty 
land altogether. ; 

Now, | say to my friend from Georgia, that if 
he will show me another case of service like this 
actually rendered, where record evidence is im- 

ossible to be obtained, I will go with hin, for 
including that case in this bill, or in a supple- 
mental bill. I do not object to meritorious cases, 
but I object to a general rule so sweeping that it 
will admit every impostor, will admit men like 
those mentioned by the Senator from Tennessee, 
who solemnly claim in the face of the Senate, 
that they were mustered into the service in gool 
health, and fell upon some incurable disease and 
were discharged from service in less than two 
weeks—a statement preposterous on its face. If 
any man had a disease as sudden as that, it either 
carried him off within that period, or he recovered. 
The disability could hardly be ascertained in that 

eriod of time. The man was not sound when 
he was mustered, or he was sound at the end of 
it. 

I do not object to this amendment because | 
wish to exclude any man who is meritorious from 
the benefits of the bill, but I protest against allow- 
ing every man to come in, and, on affidavits ex 
parte, at the distance of so many years, to get 
the benefit of that which we intended to reserve 
for those who really rendered meritorious sevice. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

Several Senators. Let us take the question. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Iverson’s amendment, resulted—yeas 20, 
nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Biggs, Brown, Butler, Crittenden, Douglas, Fish, 
Fitzpatrick, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Iverson, Seward, Sum- 
ner, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, and Wilson—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brod- 
head, Collamer, Dodge, Evans, Foot, Houston, Hunter, 
Mason, Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, and Wright—17. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. ADAMS. I wish to offer an amendment, 
which I think will not give rise to any debate, to 
strike out the words, ‘ properly granted,’’ in the 

roviso to the first section, and insert, ‘* obtained 
y fraud.” 

Mr. FOOT. Will the Senator allow me to 
propose to strike out the portions rendered ne- 
cessary to be stricken out by the amendment 
which has just been adopted? After the vote 
which has just been taken it becomes necessary 
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to strike out the whole of the third section, and | 
the provi iso to the seventh section, to make the | 





pu! stitute congruous. . 
The PRES SIDENT. Does the Se 
oie ssippi W ithdraw his amendment? 
+4 \DAI MS. _ No, sir; I have the floor. 
WELL! I desire to make a motion 
Lee takes Thies of that of the Senator | 
from Mississippl. I am 


the Senator from Georgia, and I desire to move a 
reconsideration. 
tered; and as the usual hour foradjournment has 
arrived, I shall follow it up by a motion for ad- 
sure B nt. is 

. BELL, of Tennessee. Will not the Sen- 
ator ae California, as he defeated my purpose 
yesterday, allow me to pe rform a duty which I 
then propose d ? 


ites. 
m Mr. WELLER. I do not like the ground on 
which the Senator places it; 
defeat him yesterday. 
The PRESIDENT. 
sissippl is entitled to the floor, if he insists on it. 
Mr. ADAMS. If the billis to come up again, 
J have no partic ular anxiety to offer my amend- 
ment now. Itwas only to strike out _— phrase, 
and insert another. Itis unimportant, but L sup- 
would be no objection to it. If, 
ever, the question ts not to be 


ose there 


taken on the 


The Senator from Mis- | 
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nator Ried | 


| 
| 


not satisfied with the | 
yote which I have just given onthe amendment of 


I wish to have that motion en- | 


I shall not occupy three min- | 


I think | did not | 


how- | 


bill | 


to-day, and I can offer my amendment at another 


time, | have no objection to yielding the floor. 
The PRE SIDEN’ . Then the 
California is entitled to the f 
Mr. WELLER. 1 desire that my motion for 


reconsideration shall be entered upon the Journal, 


floor. 


Senator from | 


but Ido not ask for action upon it now if the | 


Senator from Tennessce desires to be heard. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I desire to make a 
statement which will not occupy two minutes. If 


the Senate will consider the resolutions of the Sen- | 


ator from Georgia, in relation to the naval board, 
as being before the body,| will, in place ofaspeech, 
submit a communication, which I ask to have 
read, so that it may be printed. 


communication, if I chose, the 


basis of a long 


I could make this | 


explanation and argument; “test I do not desire to | 


take up the time of the Senate by doing so. The 
communication is mere ly explanat ory and vin- 
dicatory of the course of Lieutenant Maury, in 
reply to some speeches that have been mi: ide in 
this body in regard to him. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill under consider- 
ation before the Senate must be disposed of. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
postponed until to-morrow, at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. BROWN. To-morrow is private bill day, 
and I think we had better postpone this subject 
until Monday. 

Mr. F oor. Private bills will not come up 
until one o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. I propose, to-morrow, to ask 
the Senate to take up the Pacific railroad bill for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it, 
and then it may be postponed until next week. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill before 
the Senate until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division, ayes 19, noes 12; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, -fpril 17, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean, Chaplain of the Senate. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation of $21,000 for the purchase ‘of fixtures 
for the United States Mint at Philadelphia; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 


business to be the call of special committees for 
reports. 


I move that it be | 


com MERCIAL REGULATIONS FOR TOBACCO. 

Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was re ad, 
considered, and are ed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of 
communicate to this House such information as may be in 
the possession of the State Department relative to the 
tariff, duties, restrictions, prohibitions, and custom-house 
regulations applicable to Amerean tobacco in the principal 
commercial countries of Europe. 


APPROPRIATIONS FROM 1850 TO 1855. 


Mr. PRINGLE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the 


State be requested to 


» President of the United States be re 
quested to have prepared and presented to the 
tepresentatives a statement showing the 
made by the Thirty-Pirst, Thirty-Second, and Thirty 
Congresses, distinguishing the appropriations made 
session of each Congress ; distinguishing also the 
ations made on the re 
of Departments, or beads of bureaus, from those that were 
made without such recommendation ; and showing what 
expenditures have been made by the Government in each 
fiscal year, commencing with the first day of July, 1850, and 
ending on the 30th day of June, 1855; and also what (ifany 

defaleations have occurred from the 30th day of June, L850, 
to the first day of July, 1855, and the amount of such de 
faleations severatly, and such other information as may be 
in his power, bearing upon the matters above mentioned. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 
Mr. WINSLOW asked the 


ateach 
appr pri 


unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker 
table the bill of the Senate (No. 103) for the relief 


of the officers and soldiers of 
Army who sustained losses 


the United States 


by the disasters to 


| the steamships Winfield Scottand San Francisco, 


| and 


for the purpose of reference 

Mr. GIDDINGS obje cle d. 

Mr. JONES 5, of Tenn ssee, It 
be as well if the House would, by common con- 
sent, take up the Senate bills on the Speaker’s 
table, and refer them, with the understanding that 
none of them shall be put on their passage. 

There being no obj ction, the following bills 
resolutions of the Senate on the Speaker's 
table were severally taken up, read a first and 
second time by their respective titles, and dis- 
posed of as indicated below: 

An act to authorize the 
counts of the Bank of the 
money advanced for 
tion of volunteers. 
on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of John H. 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

A resolution for the relief of the suffering poor 
of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
Referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

An act to establish a library for young men in 
the Districtof Columbia. Referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

A resolution authorizi:.g and directing the See 
retary of War to furnish, In certain cases, verifies 
copies s of original papers filed before the boa) 
for the examimation of claims contracted in C 
fornia under Lieutenant Colonel Frémont. 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not want to interfere with 
the understanding of the House that 
those bills should be put on their passage, but 
this is a resolution merely providing that certified 
copies of certain vouchers that are on file before 
the board may be furnished and received as evi- 
dence. It will save ume if the House will pass 
it at once. 

The SPEAKER. It may be put on its passag: 


hink it would 


ettlement of the ac- 
State of Missouri for 
subsistence and 


transporta- 
Referred to the 


Committee 


Horne. Re- 


aii- 


by unanimous consent. 


| Senate general appropriation bill. 
| same character, making as for the e 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 object 

The joint resolution was then reterre nd to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act making appropriations for the payme ut 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States 


| for the year ending June 30, 1857, and for other 


purposes. 
Mr. JON YES, of Tennessee. I think that is a 


A bill of the 


payment of the pensions of the United States for 
the next fiscal year, has passed this House, come 
back from the Senate, and, having received the 
signature of the Executive, has become a law. 
I therefore move that the bill be laid upon the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


none of 


House of | 
appropriations j 
Third | 

| 


-ommendation of the President, heads | 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


erly ro to the Committee 


fication for the ‘def fense of the entrance 
veston harbor and bay, in the State of a xa 


Mr. QUITMAN. I move to refer the bil I to 
the Committee on Milita ¥ Affairs. 


Mr. KELSEY. Lunde d thatto be another 
appropriation bill originating in the Senate. I 


move to lay it on the table. 
Mr. JONES, of ck nhessee, I will say to the 
gentleman from New York that this is not one 


of the 
struct 


creneral 


Lune 


It is for con- 
should 
on Military Affairs, as 
moved by the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
(QUITMAN. 


Mr. KELSEY. 


appropriation bills. 


a new work, and I think prop- 


I misunderstood the 
of the bill. I withdraw my motion. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Edwin A. Stevens. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act regulating the terms of the 
of the District of Columbia, and for other 
Referred to the Committee on the 


character 


cireuit court 
pur- 
poses. Judi- 
clary. 

An act making appre ypriations for fortifications 
and other works of di and for repairs of 
barracks and quarters, for the year ending the 
30th of June, 57 


fense, 


Lx: vi. 

Mr. KELSEY. That is another Senate appro- 
priation bill. I move to lay it on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

An act changing the time of holding the district 
court of the United States at Wytheville, in the 
western district of Vir Referred to 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

An act for the im} rovement of the navigation 
of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
Baltimore accessible to war str of the Uni- 
ted States. Referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

An act for the improvement of the 
San Diego, California 
tee on Commerce. 

An act for the relief of 
to the 


vinia, the 


mers 


harbor of 
Referred to the Commit- 

John Tucker. Referred 
Committee on Commerce. 

An act to remit or refund duties upon svgee, 
wares, and merch: indise a stroy d by fire 

Mr. WASHBURNE . * Illinois. I move to 
refer the bill to the C eine on Commerce, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill ourht to go to the Committee of Ways 
Means. It is for taking money out of the Treas- 
ury, and I think appropriately belongs to the 
Committee of Wavs and Means. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. ‘This bill came from 
the Committee on Commerce in the Senate. A 
similar bill is now before the Committee on Com- 
merce of this House, and that committee had 
jurisdic tion of the subject at the last Congress. 

The motion of Mr. Wasusurne was agreed to. 

A resolution declaring in what manner the pen- 
sion laws for the benefit of the Cherokee Indians, 

hall be executed. Referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs 

A resolution for the relief 
Referred to the Committee 

An act ranting bounty land to Rebecca Free- 
man. Referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

An act for the relief of the officers and soldiers 
of the United States Army who sustained loss 
by the disasters to the steamships Winfield Scott. 
and San Francisco. Referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

An act for the reli 
Easton, stant 
Army. 
Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Levi Robinson. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce 

An act granting a pension to Benjamin Berry, 
a soldier of the Revolution. Referre “d to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

An act for the relicf of the owners and 


I su pose that 
and 


of Hall Neilson. 


of Claims. 


f of Captain Langdon C 
quartermaster United States 
Referred to the Committee on Military 


assi 


shares- 


| men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, 


Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers. 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

An act for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of John Metcalf. Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Isaac Cook and others. 
| Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Amos B. Eaton, a com- 


Re- 


| missary of subsistence in the United States Army. 


An act making an appropriation for a new forti- || Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A jvintresolution for the relief of John Y. Laub, || 
aclerk in the office of the First Comptroller of the | 
Treasury. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of the owners of the fish- 
ing schooners Brandywine, Forrester, Grampus, 
Ursula, Stephen C. Phillips, and Union. Refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce, 

An act to enable the United States to make use 
of the solar compass in the oe surveys. Re-| 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act to authorize the entry of certain lands 
in the State of lowa by Mrs. Caroline Newington. | 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont. Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

An act to direct a reéxamination of the account 
between the United States and the State of Mary- 
land. Referred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary 

An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of James Harrington. 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to approve the account of the marshal of the 
district of Missouri for furniture provided for the 
use of the circuit court of the United States for 
said district, at the April term of said court, held 
at St. Louis in the year 1854. Referred to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

An act for the relief of Joshua Shaw, of Bor- 
dentown, New Jersey. Referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs. || 

An act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 
James M. Hunt. Referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. | 

An act for the relief of Josiah S. Little. Re- | 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. || 

An act for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow 
of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer of the Revolu- | 
tion. Referred to the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Pensions. 

An act for the relief of Samuel Forrest. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Michael Nash, of the 
District of Columbia. Referred to the Commit- | 
tee for the District of Columbia. 1} 

An act for the relief of Cezaire Wallace, of the 
parish of Bossier and State of Louisiana. Re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. | 

An act appointing commissioners to ascertain 
certain facts relative to private land claims in the 
State of Michigan. Referred to the Committee | 
on Private Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of Richard Albritton. Re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. | 

An act to confirm Joseph Wandestrand in his | 
title to certainlands. Referred to the Committee || 
on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Smith. Refer- 
red to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of William B. Trotter. 
Referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Randall D. Livingston. 
Referred to the Committee on Private Land || 
Claims. 

An act for the relief of Cephise Piserose, widow 
of Louis Labranché, of the parish of St. Charles 
and State of Louisiana. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

An act for the benefit of the Hebrew conere- | 
gation of the city of Washington. Referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

An act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart. Re- |} 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 1] 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel Mothershead, || 
of Missouri. Referred to the Committee on In- | 
valid Pensions. | 

| 
| 
| 


Re- 








An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be paid to Captain George E. McClellan, 
his officers and men composing his company of | 
mounted volunteers, full pay for services rendered || 
and subsistence and forage furnished in East 
Florida in 1840. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, 
widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, late of | 
the United States Army. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Peter Grover. Refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 

An act increasing the pension of Albert Hart. 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








! on Invalid Pensions. 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| Hiouse that the Senate had agreed to a conference 


| before, and now lies upon the table. 
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An act for the relief of Levi C. Harris. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act for the relief of Betsey Whipple. 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act restoring Joshua Mercer to the roll of 


invalid pensioners. 


Re- 


Referred to the Committee | 


An act to increase the pension of Alpheus D. 


Palmer, late a lieutenant in the ninth regiment | 


United States infantry. Referred to the Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act making a reappropriation from the sur- | 
' , - : . pe 
a fund for the relief of Lieutenant John Guest, 


Inited States Navy, and others. Referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

An act to increase the pension of Amaziah 
Goodwin, of the State of Maine. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act for the relief of Mrs. M. E. McKnight, 
widow of Francis M. McKnight. Referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act granting a pension to Samuel B. Porter, 
a soldier in the last war with Great Britain. Re- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 


Assury Dickins, their Secretary, informing the 


committee, requested by the House, upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1857; 


Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the | 


following titles: 


An act relative to foreign coins, and the coinage | 
| of cents at the Mint of the United States; and 


An act to change the place of holding the courts 


of the United States in the district of Delaware; | 
|in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 


of the House. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope, by unan- 
imous consent, that the bills which have just come 
from the Senate will be taken from the Speaker’s 
table and referred. 

No objection being made, the following Senate 
bills were taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 
first and second time, and referred as indicated 
below: 

An act relative to foreign coins, and the coinage 
of cents at the Mint of the United States. 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


~ . | 
An act to change the place of holding the courts 


of the United States in the district of Delaware. 


Referred to | 


Re- || 


the same amount as they are paid in all the States 
It has been considered by the Senate and by the 
Committee on the Judiciary of this House.” 

No objection being made, the bill was read a 


|| third time by its title, as follows: 


An act amendatory of an act entitled « Ay 


act 
‘to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 
| clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the cirenit 


and district courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. Has that bill been before 
the Judiciary Committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been reported by the 
| Judiciary Committee of this House. 
Mr.STANTON. Thatis all right. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
| main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation of the previous question the bill w 
passed. 
Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask leave 
to report back a bill whieh was referred to the 
| Committee for the District of Columbia, with q 
substitute; and 1 ask that iv be made a special 
order for Wednesday next, and, that gentlemen 
may have an opportunity of examining the sub- 
stitute, I ask that it be ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PRINGLE and others objected. 


POSTAGE TO THE PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, of. 
fered the following resolution; which was read, 

| considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be, and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of making the rates of postage for California 

| and Oregon uniform with the rates cliarged in other States, 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. We are all desirous of in- 
troducing resolutions, and when the States are 
called will all have an equal chance. 1 will not 

| object to the resolution of the gentleman from 
California, but I give notice that I will object to 
all other resolutions. 


OVERLAND MAIL TO CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, and 


in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
providing for the.establishment of a mail route 
and carrying a semi-weekly overland mail be- 
tween the frontiers of Missouri and San F'ran- 
| cisco, California, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee onthe Post Office and Post Roads. 


COASTWISE SHIPMENTS. 


ag 














Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 


before the House a letter from the Secretary of | 


the Treasury, recommending a transfer of all 
Army accounts to the Third Auditor’s office; and 


| all accounts of the Interior Department to the 


Second Auditor’s office; which was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 
HEBREW CONGREGATION OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There was a bill 
taken from the Speaker’s table this morning, and 


| referred to the Committee on the District of Col- 
|umbia, for the benefit of the Hebrew congrega- 
They have no || 
| representative upon this floor, and no person, | 
| probably, who sympathizes with them in religious | 
faith. I understand the bill merely proposeso | 
to place them upon an equal footing with other | 


tion of the city of Washington. 


worshiping congregations in the District, so far 


/as holding property for their eae of worship; 


and, if there is no objection, | propose that the 
House now take it up and pass it. They wish 
to purchase a lot and build a house of worship. 
Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I object to 
taking up the bill out of its reigular order. 


JURORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I trust the gentleman 
from Mississippi will not have the same objec- 
tion to taking upa bill which I propose to ask 
shall be taken up. It has been before the House 
The gen- 
tleman objected to the bill in regard to the ‘* He- 
brews;”’ my bill is in regard to the ‘*Americans.”’ 
{Laughter.] It is a bill to provide for putting the 
pay of jurymen, in the District of Columbia, at 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
| consent, and in pursuance of previous notice, in- 
troduced a bill for the regulation of coastwise 
shipments between the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts; which was read a first and second time, 
| and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MACE, by unanimous consent, reported 
back from the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads House bill (No. 122) to provide for 
| additional mail steam service from San Francisco, 
California, to Oregon, and to extend to Olympia, 
Washington Territory; which was referred tote 
Sommittee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, made an adverse report in 
the case of the memorial of R. L. Hendricks and 
others, protesting against the election of national 
chaplains; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, reported 
back House bill (No. 117) to build a gaol at the 
town of Van Buren, in the State of Arkansas; 
which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. SEWARD asked and obtained leave to 
oresent resolutions from the Legislature of the 
tate of Georgia in relation to establishing 

navy-yard at Brunswick; which were referre to 
| the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
|| be printed 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 





Mr. WAKEMAN, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
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1856. saideeaininiiaanite 


further to eaninne the fees and costs to be allowed 
ishals and attorneys of the cireuit and district 


P rts of the U nited States, and for other pur- 
poses; Which was read a first and second time, 
d refe rr d to the C caper on the Judiciary. 

“Mr. ‘AMPBELL, of Kentucky, by unani- 
mous oman: and in  pewteaeds of previous 


notice, introduced the following bills; which 

were seve rally read a first and second time, and 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

‘A bill for the relief of F. W. Armstrong; | 

A bill for the relief of Isaac P. Washburne; 


and 
ee bill for the relief of John W. Cox. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committe * of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. N 
chair.) 

Mr. PHELPS. 
sideration of the special order be postponed until 
Tuesday next. ‘That is the next day on which 
the special order app lies in committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Senate amendments to 
the deficiency bill are now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are. The question 
is upon the thirtieth ame *ndment of the Senate, 


rt 


which is as follows: 


For the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s depart- |! 


ment, cousisting of postage on letters and packets received 
and sent by otheers of the Army on public service ; expenses 
of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including the ad 

ditional compensation to judges-advocate, recorders, mem- 
bers, and witnesses, while on that service, under the act of 
March 16, 1802, extra pay to soldiers employed, under the 
direction of the quartermaster’s departinent, in the erec- 


tion of barracks, quarters, store-houses, and hospitals; the | 


construction of roads and other constant labor for penods 
of not less than ten days, under the acts of March 2, L&19, 


and August 4, 1854, including those employed as clerks at 1} 


division and department headquarters; expenses of ex 
presses to and from the frontier posts and armies in the field ; 
of escorts to paymasters, other disbursing officers, and 
trains, When military escorts cannot be furnished ; expenses 


of the interment of non-commissioned officers and soldiers ; | 


authorized office furniture ; hire of laborers in the quarter 
master’s department, including hire of interpreters, spies, 


and guides tor the Army ; compensation of clerk to officers | 


of the quartermaster’s department; compensation of tor 
age and wagoumasters, authorized by the act of July 5, 


issue; for the apprehension of deserters, and the expenses | 


incident to their pursuit; the various expenditures required 
for the first and second regiments of dragoons, the companies 
of light artillery, the 
such companies of infantry as may be mounted, viz: for 
the purchase of horse equipments, as saddles, bridles, sad- 


dle-blankets, nose- bags, iron combs, curryeombs, and spurs | 


and straps; of traveling forges, blacksmiths’ and shoeing 


tools, horse and mule shoes, iron and steel for shoeing; hire | 


of veterinary surgeons ; purchase of medicines for horses 


and mules ; shoeing horses of mounted corps, and repairing 


dragoon and rifle equipments, $180,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. Isthere any amendment pend- | 


ing to that amendment? 

The CHAIR. There is not. 

Mr. PHELPS. Ido not desire to enter into 
any discussion of this matter. 1 will merely re- 
mark that this is for the amount necessary for 


| carrying on the operations of the quartermaster’s | 
department during the present fiscal year. The | 
Committee of Ways and Means recommend a | 


concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


The thirty-first amendment of the Senate was 
reported as follows: 


For constructing barracks and other buildings at posts | 


which it may be necessary to occupy during the year, and 


for repairing, altering, and e nlarging buildings at the estab- | 
lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters for | 


officers on military duty; hire of quarters for troops, of 
store-houses for the safe- keeping of military stores, and of 
grounds for summer cantonments, for encampments and 
temporary frontier stations, $100,000. 


Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment. I do not propose to discuss it. 1 ex- 
plained the matter the other day. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri if that is for a de ficiency ? 

Mr. PHELPS. Itisfor expenses required for 
the present fiscal year. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not understand that these 
barracks are works authorized by law, for which 
there can be any deficiency now. 








YICHOLS in the | 


I move that the further con- | 


regiment of mounted riflemen, and | 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and || 
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Me. PHELPS. £E very year there is an annual | 
appropriation inserted in the general appropria- || 
tion bill under this head. There was such an 
appropriation in the general appropriation bill of 
the last year, and this amount is now needed in 
addition for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. SMITH. Lask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, whether the appropriation in the general 
appropriation bill of the last session, of which he 
speaks, was founded upon regular estimates as to 
what was needed for the nee essary structures ? 

Mr. PHELPS. It was founded upon the 
annual estimates, of course; but th® removal of 
the troops has involved the necessity of the erec- 
tion of additional barracks at the new —— for 
the use of the army; and it was impossible, at 
the time the annual estimates were submitted, to 
foresee what would be required in conse quence 
of the breaking out of Indian hostilities. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 move to strike out * one 
hundred,’’ and insert in lieu thereof “ forty.’ 
Ido not doubt that this money has been prope rly 
expended, but | desire to ¢ all the attention of the 
committee to the extraordinary usage which is 
springing up in our daily practice. ‘This amend- 
ment is: 

** For constructing barracks and other buildings at posts 
which it may be necessary to occupy during the year, and 
for repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the estab 

; lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty; hire of quarters for troops, of 
store-houses tor the safe-keeping of military stores, and of 


grounds for summer cantonments; for encampments and 
temporary frontier stations, $100,000.” 


Well, now, it is manifest that here is an appro- 
priation asked for that is undefined, unrestricted, 
and unspecified. It is clear that there is no limit 
at all, so far as the legislative will is expressed, 
and that the only limit is the executive will. Is 
it not so? And is thisasystem of legislation that 
is to become the practice of this body ? Is this 
the system of legislation that is to supersede the 
| old notion of specific appropriations ? ‘Tt is mani- 

fest that it is only necessary, ace ording to the 
oor involved in this amendment, for the 
xecutive to re quire appropriations ; and that the 
| idea of the supervision of legislative care and 
| intelligence is perfectly exploded. If these ap- 
propriations are to be made without any exposi- 
tion of their necessity other than the executive 
report, it is manifest that the legislative power is 
reduced to a subsidiary relation to the executive 
power to carry out the policy and will of the 
Executive, exercised according to its discretion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ama little astonished to find 
the gentleman from Virginia taking exception to 
the language in which this appropriation is ex- 
pressed. It seems that some new light has just 
broken in upon him. Why, sir, this is the lan- 
guage which has been used for appropriating 
money for the construction of barracks, and pro- 
viding shelter for your troops for the last twenty 
years. It is precisely the same form which was 
contained in the Army appropriation bills for the 
last four sessions of Congress, to my certain 
| knowledge, and the gentleman has sustained all 
those appropriation bills. 

I will now give him an answer to another por- 
tion of his remarks, as to why the provision 
cannot be made more explicit. It may become 
necessary to establish a military post somewhere 
in the Indian ae where one is not now an- 
ticipated. The legislative department cannot say 
| in advance that one is necessary. Whensucha 
post is established, shelter and protection are de- 
sired for the troops stationed there, and the object 
of this appropriation is to provide barracks for 
that purpose. If there should be buildings already 
| erected there which would be suitable for the ac- 
| commodation of troops, then under this head of 
|| appropriation those buildings may be purchased. 
| I gave the committee, the other day, an illustra- 
| tion of this fact. At Fort Pierre, on the Missouri 
| river, in the Sioux country, there had been there 
a trading post of the American Fur Company for 
the past ‘twenty years. The Government, finding 
the Luiidings of the fur company could be re adily 
adapted to the service of troops, and knowing it 
| would be cheaper to buy them than to erect 
others, it did purchase them from the fur com- 
pany, and the purchase-money was drawn from 
an appropriation expressed like the one now 
under consideration. I hope there will be no 
| further discussion, but that a vote will be taken 
\| on the item. 





Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I withdraw my 
amendment, and move to make it fift y instead of 
one hundred. It was not necessary, Mr. Chair- 
man, from what I said, for the gentleman to refer 
to my consistency, or to the fact that new leht 
had burst on me. That isa v i old argument. 
[tm \y sometimes be necessary to keep men up 
to their dh ty, to array them oe themselves. 
The gentleman saysfrom his persons al knowledge 
that this language has been used for the ae 
twenty years. 

Mr. PHELPS. No; the last four years. 

Mr. SMIT a I am yet ignorant of it; and if 
it be so, then a new light has burst on me. Cer- 
tainly it is extraordinary if this be the language 

ed. The fact that a new light has burst on 
me seems to be used as a matter of reproach. l 
do not know what there was in my remarks that 
would justify any such remark on the part of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘I had no intention to reproach 
the gentleman from Virginia. My relations with 
the gentleman have been of the kindest descrip- 
tion. I did not mean to censure him. I thought, 
however, it was a little strange, after the « x pla- 
nations given as to the necessity for these appro- 
priations, to hear the gentleman find fault with 
the Janguage in which they are expressed. 

Mr. SMITH. Itis not courteous, certainly, 
to presenta ge ntleman before the country as being 
under the influence of new light, or in the attitude 
of inconsistenc y- l advocate prine ip le ‘Ss now as 
lL have always done. I only hope the gentleman 
will always be able to e xhibit as cle ar a record 
s fean. If the present is the mode of appropri- 
ation resorted toin a deficiency bill, the sooner the 
Committee of W ays and Means correct the prac- 
tice the better. LT admonish the gentleman to adopt 
becomimg phrascolog ey in the next appro- 
priation bill, "Lw ithdraw my amendment. 

‘The thirty-firstamendment was non-concurred 
in. 


hore 


The thirty-second Senate amendment was 
reported by the Clerk, as follows: 
For mileage to officers of the Army, for transportation of 


themselves and baggage when traveling on duty without 
troops Or escort, §ov,000, 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in the amend- 
ment 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The thirty-third amendment of the Senate was 
reported by the Clerk as follows: 

For transportation of the Army, including the bagaige of 
the troops when moving either by land or water; of cloth 
ing, Camp and garrison equipage, and horse equipments, 
from the depotat Philadelphia to the several posts and army 
depots; of subsistence from the places of parehase, and 
from the places of delivery under contraet to such places 
the circuimstances of the service may require it to be seut; 
of ordnance, ordnance stores and small arins, from the 
founderies and armories tothe arsenals, fortifications, fron 
tier posts, and army depots ; freights, whariage. tolls, and fer 
riages ; forthe purchase and hire of horses, mules, and oxen, 
md the purchase and repair of wagons, carts, drays, slips, 
and other sea-going vessels and boats for the transportation 
of supplies, and for garrison purposes ; for drayage and eart 
age at the several posts; hire of teamsters ; transportation 
ot funds for the pay and other disbursing departments ; the 
expense of satug public transports on the various rivers, 
the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacitie 5; and for 
procuring water atsuch posts as from their situation require 
that it be brought from a tance, and for clearing roads 
and removing obstruction mm roads, harbors, and rivers, 
to the extent which may be required for the actual opera- 
tions of the troops on the frontier, $1,000,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in the amend- 
ment, 

Mr.STANTON. I move to amend by striking 
out ** one million.’’ I do not believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, the history of the legislation of the country 
ran furnish an instance of such a proposition as 
the one contained in the section just read. Inthe 
single item of transport ation there 1s a deficiene v 
for the current year of $1,000,000. The report 
of the Quartermaster General shows an mame 
ation of $1,200,000 for transportation ; and yet, if 
I properly understand the pe ‘nding proposition, 
there has been an expe nditure of double that 
amount for transportation. We are asked to ap- 
propriate $1,000,000 to supply a deficiency. 

I will call the attention of the committee to the 
report of the Secretary of War, and to what is 
said by his subordinates on this subject. On page 
forty- -five of the second volume of the President’s 
| message and documents, I find the following 
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statement of the condition of the transportation | 


fund: 


Atthe date of my last report, the apparent balances in the 
hands of officers acting in the Department in the preceding 
ear, after deducting the sums due from three officers who 
bed left the service, and from two for the settlement of 





whose accounts Congress had legislated, were stated to 
amount, in the aggregate, t0......... se eeeess $731,143 91 
But an error has been since detected in bring- 

ing forward the balance Of....scecceeeeeees 46,127 38 
Leaving the real apparent balance............ 777,271 29 


To which are to be added: 
Tet. Remitiances, amounting to.......+6.+.+ 5,247,954 27 
Qd. Proceeds of the sales of publie property and 

rents of public buildings........ 68,565 43 


Peewee ewene 








Making a total to be accounted for of... ... 
From which are to be deducted : 

Ist. Expenditures prior to the fiseal year, the 
accounts for which were not received in 
time for the last report......... $456,487 86 

And within the fiscal year........4,537,086 52 

2d. Deposits to the credit of the 
OIE £6885 63 vases deken eck 

3d. Transferred to the ordnance 
department, for the purchase of 
horse equipments........+.+++ 


. 6,093,790 99 


130,600 75 


46,000 00 


— 5,170,175 13 











Leaving to be accounted for.........ee00e0++ $923,615 86 


Twenty officers and agents who have been employed in 
the Department, or who have received money on account 
of it, and whose joint accountability amounts to $57,953 20, 


have failed to render their accounts, or to credit sums of || 


money placed in their hands. One of them, Lieutenant A. 
D. Tree, who was reported in my last annual report, is now 
in this city. He has, since this report was commenced— 
to-day—called at the office, and placed in my hands asmall 
portion of the accounts due, and reports that. in from ten 
to fifteen days, he will be able to complete and submit the 


remainder of his vouchers, which he believes will cover lis 
} 


whole indebtedness to the public. 


Lieutenant M. R. Stevenson, who was reported in my 


last report, is still indebted the whole sum then due. 

Three of these officers have ceased to disburse, and are 
accountable, severally, for the following suins, viz: 
Lieutenant W. A. Slaughter... «+» $8,055 99 
Lieutenant L. Loeser 565 09 
Captain F. Steele.... 2,905 50 


eee weet ee weee 


ee eee ee ee ee ee ee ee eeee 


Now, this $67,000 and odd, which has not been 
accounted for, seems to be plunder. 

Now, sir, it seems that out of twenty of those 
gentlemen who have been intrusted with the 

yublic funds for disbursement, and who have 
Filed to render accounts, and who are defaulters 
to the Government, but three of them have been 
removed from the public service, and the other 
seventeen are still intrusted with the disburse- 
ment of the public money, and hold on to the 
amount in their hands, which they have failed to 
account for, and we are called upon to supply the 
deficiency by an appropriation of $1,000,000. I 
want the Department, in the first place, toremove 
these men from office, and I want them to show 
a purpose to see that the public moneys are faith- 
fully applied, before [ vote the amount they now 
ask for to supply this deficiency. 

Mr. PHELPS. Lam opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. He is 
caviling about some small sums, amounting to 
only some ten or cleven thousand dollars, reported 
to be in the hands of Lieutenants Slaughter and 
Loeser and Captain Steele. If the gentleman had 
read a little further, he would have found it stated 
that Lieutenant Slaughter is believed to have 
made disbursements, butthe vouchers have not 
been received; that Lieuf®™fant Loeser’s vouchers, 
and the ptblic funds in his hands, were lost at 
the time of the wreck of the steamer San Fran- 
cisco, and yet he makes this a grave offense that 
the Department has not removed him from ser- 
vice when his vouchers were lost. 

Again, in reference to Captain Steele, another 
of those whom the report shows are defaulters, 
the same quartermaster tells the Secretary of 


War that the papers, the vouchers, and money | 


were stolen by a sergeant whom he left in his | 


tent, and that, under such circumstances, he be- 
lieved that Congress would grant that officer re- 
lief. 

Why does not the gentleman from Ohio tell the 
committee of these facts, when he states that 
some $67,000 are not accounted for? Does he 
believe that the Quartermaster General guaran- 
ties the safety of the transmission of these vouch- 
ers by mail? Those officers were upon the Pacific 
coast, and every voucher which they deposited 


in the mail may have been lost in the transmis- | 


sion. If they have, those officers have to be no- 


tified again to send on the duplicate vouchers | 





which they hold in their hands. But that is a 
small item compared with $1,000,000. 
Let me say further—and I am indebted to the 


| gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Lane] for the in- 


formation—that Lieutenant Slaughter, whom the 


‘gentleman from Ohio has stigmatized as a de- 
faulter, has just now shed his blood in the defense | 


of the people of the Territory of Oregon; and | 


| am also informed that the vouchers of that officer 
will soon be here, and that they will show that 


he is not indebted to the Government. I cannot 
believe that the gentleman from Ohio meant to 
cast any iniputation upon the memory of that 
deceased officer. 


Mr. STANTON. 


I have been greatly misap- 


erage by the gentleman from Missouri. 1 
t 


| and get them settled here ? 


ave those three gentlemen, and say that the 
Department has done right as to their cases; but 
I complain that they have not turned out the other 
seventeen. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does the gentleman know that 
it takes some time to transmit those vouchers, 


| been actually disbursed, but the vouchers have 


not yet arrived at the Department; and if they 
have been lost, they cannot be settled until the 
officers shall be informed of the loss, and be en- 
abled to transmit the duplicates. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 1 would like to ask 
the gentleman if he has seen an estimate upon 
which this ae ee is predicated ? 


Mr. PHELPS. 


| extract from the annual report of the Quarter- 


| master General, which will show how this defi- | 
ciency has arisen. 


| to the fiscal year, so faras accounts have been received and | 
examined, amounted to the enormous sum of $1,989,858 30. | 


He says: 


“The amount paid for transportation within and previous 


The accounts to be received will increase this sum to at 
least $2,000,000. The appropriation for the 


ever the appropriation is a charge upon the appropriation 
for the present year.”’ 

Again, the Quartermaster General says, in a 
letter to the Secretary of War: 

*T estimate the deficiency in the appropriation for trans- 
portation the last year at about $600,000. The great in- 
erease in the price of forage caused the expenditures on 
that account to exceed the appropriation for the vear; the 


| charge upon the appropriation for forage for the present 


| ineton and Qregon Territories. 


year | estimate at $200,000.” 


became a charge upon the appropriation made last | 


year to meet the expenditure for transportation 
during this fiscal year, and it wipes out one half 
of that appropriation immediately. l remarked 
to the committee the other day, that the ninth 
regiment of infantry had been ordered to the Pa- 


The sums may have | 


have; and I will read an | 


year was | 
$1,200,000; the greater part of which excess of expenditure | 





cific coast; but that it was not the intention of the | 


Secretary of War to send it out until the next 


fiscal year. But it has been sent, in consequence | 


of the breaking out of Indian hostilities in Wash- 
I told the com- 
mittee the other day, that the expense of the 


| transportation of that regiment from Old Point 


| Comfort to Oregon or Washington j 
amounted to $2U0,000—a sum never estimated | 


Territory 


for by the Quartermaster General’s Department 


| to be used during this fiscal year. But it has been 


paid. - 

Mr. STANTON. If there is no objection, I 
withdraw my amendment. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 


| withdrawn. 


Mr. STANTON. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out ** $1,000,000,’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof ** $500,000.’ 
ence of the state of facts which the gentleman 
from Missouri has presented, and its presenta- 
tion illustrates this further operation of the War 
Department: That the Department does not at all 
deem itself required to have an appropriation 
made beforehand to meet the expenses of the 
fiscal year, but that it is at liberty to go, in its 
expenditures, beyond the appropriation, and then 
take the appropriation for the succeeding year, 
and apply it to pay a deficiency created the pre- 
vious year. I hold that they are not authorized 
to do that. 

There are other reasons why this transporta- 
tion account runs over. ‘There is a report from 
Captain Ingals which explains, somewhat, the 
reasons why the deficiency is so large. It seems 
that Colonel Steptoe was placed in charge of the 
infantry which left the western frontier in June, 
suiliciently early to have reached the Pacific coast 


Iwas aware of the exist- | 


' 
\ 


That deficiency in the last fiscal year of $600,000 | 
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during the season, but he was ordered to win),, 
in the Salt Lake valley; and, there, in a place 
remote from supplies, in the center of the coun 
nent, removed as far as they could get from wa;,. 
transportation, where there were not sufficios, 
agricultural products within reach, the epg... 
quence was, that the expense of trans Oration, 
was doubled over two or three times. T 
tain, in his report, says: 

** While upon this subject, I will remark that my 
which are now forwarded fully, account for every cont ex 
pended ; that all my purchases were authorized by Colone| 
Steptoe, and rendered necessary from the circumstance. 
under which the command was placed ; that the extra sum 
expended is chargeable to the orders that detained this ¢9,,. 
mand in the valley during winter.”’ 

Now, sir, how is that? The reports show th»: 
the transportation for the troops and horses in th, 
Salt Lake valley during that period, was $200,009, 
Now, if the gentleman from Missouri will ex. 
plain to me what good and satisfactory reason 
there is for leaving a regiment of mounted troops 
in the Salt Lake valley during the winter, ang 
feeding them there, and furnishing them with sup- 
plies, and incurring the expenses of transporta. 
tion there, 1 should be glad to hear his explana. 
tion. Ifthe executive diseretion has been abus: d, 
and increased expenses incurred in this manner, 
it is not the duty of the House to meet these ex. 
penses. I do not know whether or not it was jy 
consequence of the attachment of some of tho 
officers of the Army to the peculiar institutions 
of the Territory of Utah; but for some reason, jy 


lent 


he Cap- 


returns, 


| obedience to orders, they went to the Salt Lak 


valley, and remained there, at the most expensive 
post on the whole continent, and in this manyer 
incurred an additional expense of $200,000, which 
expense was uncalled for. The gentleman fron 
Missouri is mistaken when he says that | am 
eaviling about small defalcations of $10,000. | 
want to know about this $67,000 which these 
twenty gentlemen have failed to return an account 
for. 1 wantto know about this $200,000 unneces 
sary expense of transportation, and the increased 
expense of subsistence, when the troops might 
have been stationed on the Pacific coast, or o 
the Mississippi river, and sustained at one half 
or one quarter the expense. I trust the Senate 
amendment will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio if he believes that any portio: 
of the army can be subsisted in California, or 
in the Territories of Oregon or Washington, any 


| cheaper than they can be subsisted in the valley 
| of the Salt Lake? I desire to know of him whether 


the prices of living are not as great or greater o 
the Pacific coast than they are in the ‘Territory 
of Utah? 

Now the gentleman makes one point, that the 
Secretary of War did not order these troops to go 
forward to the Pacific coast. This would hav 
made the expenditure greater than it was by ther 


| remaining and wintering in the Salt Lake valley. 


jut there was another consideration why they 
remained in the Salt Lake valley. There had been 
rumors arising from the reports of those who had 
traversed the Salt Lake valley—and these reports 
had reached Missouri—that at a certain time the 
Mormons contemplated creating a disturbance, 
and interrupting the line of emigration passing 
through the Territory. I have conversed with 
gentlemen who have crossed the plains, who have 
passed through the very heart of the Territory of 
Gah, and who have returned and told you that 
the people inhabiting that Territory cherish feel- 
ings of animosity towards this Government. 
Then it was that the Secretary of War ordered 
these troops, which were to proceed to California, 
to stay and winter in Utah, for the purpose of in- 
vestigating this question; and if there should be 
any reasonable cause to suppose that these Mor- 
mon people contemplated any act of hostility 
towards our citizens, or that they would incite 
the Indians to hostility against our own people, 
as they have been charged with doing, that the 
troops should be ready to afford protection and 
defense to the people, non-inhabitants of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah. Does not that explanation satisfy 
the gentleman ? 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the office of Governor 
of the Territory of Utah was, during that time, 
tendered to Colonel Steptoe, under the expects- 
tion that, perhaps, difficulties might take place; 
and, if so,and he should be the Governor of that 
Territory, and have troops at his command, any 
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resistance to the troops of the United States would 
be an act of treason, for which those offering such 
resistance might be hanged. That is the expla- 
nation why these troops were quartered in the 
Territory of Utah; and I say that their support 
was cheaper in that Territory than it would have 
been on the Pacific coast. The gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. Lane] is somewhat acquainted with 
the prices there. ‘he Delegate from the Terri- 
tory of Utah is not here; but I know that these 
ventiemen, and any person acquainted with the 
prices of living in the Territory of Utah, will sus- 
tain me in making these assertions. 

I have thus, Mr. Chairman, answered the ac- 
cusations made by the gentleman, in reference to 
Colonel Steptoe’s command wintering in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, which was the last point made 
by the gentleman in his last five-minute speech. 

“The gentleman alluded to other officers who 


failed to account for $67,000 with which they | 


were charged. But this sum has probably been 
actually expended, although the vouchers have 
not been received, or were perhaps transmitted 
by mail and lost in their transmission, and the 
officers were held to strict accountability for 
them. ‘The vouchers have to undergo the super- 
vision of two officers—in the quartermaster’s de- 
partment and Treasury Department—before the 
accounts are passed at the Treasury. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire just to refer the 
committee to the following extract on page 198: 

“The expense attending, or consequent upon the detention 
of this command in the basin, was quite heavy. 1 was the 
paymaster, quartermaster, and commissary, and expended 
trom first to last, in my various characters, as follows: 


In the pay department.......... ét0 60s éuaces $20,706 25 
Ju the quartermaster’s department........- ee 151,250 59 
In the commissary of Subsistence department, 36,492 74 





ecese 208,449 58 


Total... 


TOP eee Pee eee eee eee 








“The sums disbursed in the pay and subsistence de- 
partments would have been as great anywhere else, of 
course—probably greater in the latter department; but 
had the command moved on into California last year, the 
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| to $600,000. 





[ think, therefore, we ought to abate this amount | 


It is unquestionably enough until 
the general appropriation bill makes supplies for 
what is needed. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire, before I vote 
in opposition to the amendmentof the gentleman 
from Virginia, to say that, when I was before in 


| Congress during the administration of Mr. Fill- 


more, I struggled against these very appropria- | 


tions. They then carried, as they now carry, de- 
ficiencies in the quartermaster’s department, over 


| from year to year;and unless there be some mode 


of striking at the expenses of this bureau of the 
War Department, it is likely to become a perfect 
eye-sore upon the Treasury. 

I can understand very readily why the Secre- 


| tary of War now asks to indulge his Quartermas- 


ter General with this million appropriation. He 
informs you that, in the administration of the 


War Department, he has ‘** unexpectedly”’ gotten | 
| into a war in Oregon, in California, in Texas, in 


Florida, and in Nebraska. 

ever an Indian can be found 
‘unexpected hostility.”’ 
going to send your little army along a line of 


he 1s in a state of 


I suppose that where- | 


Well, sir, if you are | 


. } 
country one thousand five hundred or two thou- | 


sand miles in extent, you mustexpect to feed that 


| army and furnish them with the means of trans- 


portation. lI suppose that we need not be startled 


at this call for $1,000,000, because I see, by the | 
| letter of the Secretary of War, thatthe expenses 

| of the volunteers called into service are not touched 

| by this amendment. 


sum necessary to have been disbursed in the quartermas- | 


ter’s department would have been very much less; indeed 
it could hardly have exceeded twenty thousand dollars. 
As it was, however, there was no way of avoiding a heavy 
expenditure, unless the horses had been (as they might) 
sent forward last autumn. Over such matters I had no 
control. It was decided that they should be kept all the 
time with Colonel Steptoe’s command ; and I was directed 
to provide grain for them, to keep persons employed to 
groom and look after them, and to deliver them at their 
destinations in as good order as possible this year; all of 
which I have performed.” 


The question was taken on Mr. Sranton’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend by | 


striking out *¢ $1,000,000, ’’ and inserting $600,000. 
It is perfectly obvious, Mr. Chairman, to us all, 
that, unless there be some restraint placed on the 
— expenditures, there will, in all probability, 
ye no other limit than the capacity of the Treasury. 
There is a natural tendency to run into extrava- 
gance, and I am disposed to resist the demands 
upon Congress, in order to pinch a little, and 
thereby inculcate the necessity ofeconomy. I am 
perfectly satisfied that it is necessary to make an 
appropriation in this case, because the Indian war 


in Oregon has involved a very large expenditure | 


in the Territory, which was not anticipated in the 
former appropriation, and therefore it is that there 
is an obvious necessity for the appropriation now. 
But it is perfectly easy, if a man has a handful, 
and knows that that hand is to be kept full from 
an abundant Treasury, to pour it out recklessly 
in contracts. I am perfectly satisfied that the 
Secretary of War is nct himself disposed to ex- 
travagance; but I want to pinch the disbursing 


|| with the war in Oregon. and the Sioux war. 


officers, so far as the will of this House can do so, | 


by indicating an unwillingness to make an ap- 


ropriation to the full extent of all that is required. || 


think, then, that we had better cut down this 


appropriation. We had better let the disbursing | 


officers know that they must make smaller sums 
answer their purposes; and you will find that, in 


chartering steamboats, and other facilities for | 


transportation, 


exhibited in ma 


cing the contracts. I have some 


acquaintance with this thing. I profess to know || 


the modus operandi of the arrangements between 
those who supply transport and those who need 
it; and it is obvious that when you are dealing 
with a Government, and that Government is pro- 


prope economy and care will be || 


‘[ should like myself very much to economize; 
I should like very much to assist gentlemen on 
| that side of the House, who, I have no doubt, 
are very desirous to economize in these bills, but 
if we will have war we must have transportation— 


just as the fellows who will have music must pay | 


for it at the end of the play. 

Mr. ORR. I would like to inquire of my 
friend from Kentucky if there has been any dis- 
position manifested by any officer of this Gov- 
ernment unnecessarily to provoke an Indian war? 
If so, who is the officer? When was it done 
and how was it done ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. In answer to the question 
of the gentleman, Lhave to say, that if he will look 
into the reports he will find to what I refer. 

Mr. oRR. What reports ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The reports connected 
If 
the gentleman will look into those reports he can 
form his own opinion as well as he can elicit 
mine. 

Mr. ORR. I think the reports from Oregon 
show, that if there has been any dereliction of 
duty at all, it has been upon the part of the 
officers of the Army in not protecting the inhab- 
itants of Oregon as sufficiently as they should have 
done. In all probability that inefficiency has 
arisen from the fact that they were crippled in 
their efforts for want of a sufficiency of funds. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 


to the gentleman from South Carolina, that I 


thank him for his opinion. When I am prepared | 


I will announce mine. 


opinion, I suppose. 


Mr. MARSHALL. 


agreed to. 

Mr.L ANE. Ihave not had an opportunity of 
consulting the Committee of Ways and Meansas 
| to the propriety or necessity of the worees 
propose to offer; but, sir, with a view of ecof™ 
omy, for the purpose of saving money, I propose 
to provide that $200,000 of the appropriation here 
called for shall be applied for the purchase of a 
suitable steamer, to be used in the transportation 
of troops for the protection of Oregon and Wash- 
| ington Territories, and for the purpose of pro- 
| tecting the settlements on Puget Sound up as 

high as Fraser river. 
Mr. PHELPS. [I trust the gentleman from 
| Oregon will not press that amendment. If it 


| 18 necessary to purchase a steamer for the pur- 


along the Pacific coast, the Department has the 
authority under this appropriation to make the 
purchase. I would prefer to leave the matter to 
| the discretion of the officers having charge of the 


fuse and extravagant, it will be expected to pay || Quartermaster General’s department, instead 


infinitely more than private enterprise would pay. || of making it mandatory upon them to make the 


I can only say, in reply | 


Mr. ORR. Then the gentleman has formed no | 


I have not delivered any. | 
The amendment to the amendment was dis- 


GLOBE, 


pose of transporting troops to Puget Sound and | 
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purchase. The officers in charge of that depart- 
ment will make the purchase if in their opinion 
the public service requires it; but | think we might 
embarrass their operations by the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Oregon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion of the Chair 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Oregon is out of order. 

Mr. LANE. I move, then, to modify the 
amendmentof the Senate by increasing the appro- 
priation $200,000, to be applied, under the >. 
tion of the Secretary of War, to the purposes I 
have mentioned. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire that it shall be 
borne in mind, that if the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Oregon are worth anything to the 
country—if they are worth holding at all, the 
Government of the United States cannot do bet- 
ter than to apply the amount of money I have 
proposed to add to the appropriation, in the pur- 
chase of a steamer, suitably armed and manned, 
to ply along our coast for the protection of the 
settlements about Puget Sound, and for conveying 
troops from California to such points upon the 
coast of Washington and Oregon as may be neces- 
sary. 

I also desire it to be borne in mind that the 
country round Puget Sound is exposed, not only 
to the depredations and incursions of our Indians, 
but to the incursions of the Indians from British 
territory, north of Fraser river; and they are 
the most warlike of any Indians of which we 
have any knowledge. “They have canoes of 
sufficient dimensions and of sufficient capacity to 
carry one hundred warriors each, and are fitted 
to go a hundred miles out to sea. I have the 
official statement of the officer of the Army who 
was sent to that country to make an investigation 
into these things, and he states that on one ocea- 
sion he saw eight canoes arrive at Vancouver’s 
Island, and land eight hundred people—one hun- 
dred from each canoe. This may seem strange, 
but it is nevertheles true. He took the trouble 
to measure the dimensions of the canoes, and he 
says they were propelled by twenty-five men on 
each side, fifty paddles, and measured from sixty- 
five to eighty-five feet in length, and nine feet in 
breadth. They are made upon the finest modeis 
No ship-builder here can compete with them in 
modeling. Itis easy for them to construct canoes 
which can be manned each with one hundred In- 


dians, together with theirarms. These can dash 


| suddenly upon the white settlements, destroy 


them, and at once be off. 
caught? 


How are they to be 
Not without asteamer. A steamer, and 


| nothing but a steamer, can catch and punish them 


as they deserve. And, Mr. Chairman, a portion 
of this appropriation ought to be applied to the 
purchase of a suitable steamer for that purpose. 

I wish now to say a word to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Hartan.] I hope I may be in- 
dulged a little beyond the time allowed tome. I 
am inclined to think that the gentleman is not my 
friend, as he ic not the friend of Oregon. He, 
the other day, took occasion to speak of the 
people of Oregon as ‘* fillibusters.’? [Here the 
hammer fell. } 

Mr. LANE. 
proceed. 

Several Mempers@made objection. 

Mr. STANTON. I will not object, if 1 am 
allowed time for reply. 

Mr. SAGE. 1am opposed to the amendment 
| of the gentleman from Oregon; and I only desire 

to say a few words in reply to the gentleman from 
| South Carolina, and also in reply to the gentle- 
| man from Oregon, who, on a previous occasion, 
assailed General Wool, a gailant man, whose 
home is in the district which | have the honor to 
represent. I regretted that] was compelled, upon 
that occasion, to leave the Hall before the con- 
clusion of the speech of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon, or I should have replied to him then. 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the gentleman that 
[ never assailed General Wool. 

Mr. ORR. To which gentleman from South 
Carolina does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. SAGE. I understood the gentleman hirn- 
self to say that the difficulties in Oregon and 
Washington were to be attributed to the action 
of the Government officials there. 

Mr.ORR. And I said that the probability 
was that this deficiency had arisen because mony 


I hope that I may be allowed to 
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enough was not given for the public defense in 
the first instance. If that be an assault, let the 
gentleman make the worst of it. 

Mr. SAGE. General Wool has had much 
difficulty to encounter in these Territories. He 
had difficulties to encounter with the Administra- 
tion immediately after arriving in California, and 
embarrassments have followed him to Oregon. 
There has been disobedience and opposition to his 
orders by the authorities of Oregon and Washine- 
ton. I desire to have read, in this connection, a let- 
ter from General Wool to Governor Stevens, that 
we may have the information of one of our own 
officers, whose statements ought to have weight 
with the House, rather than that of newspaper 
cere so many of which were read on a 
former day. 

‘The letter was read, as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS, DEPARTMENT OF THE Paciric, 
Benicia, Catirornia, February 12, 1856. 


Sin: I received your communication of the 23d Decem- | 
ber and 28th January, 1856, on the 6th instant, but too late || 


to reply to it by the return steamer. For the information 
which it imparts, you have my thanks. When you know 
my instructions to Colonel George Wright, of the ninth in 
fantry, at Vancouver, you will discover that many of your | 
suggestions have been anticipated. In presenting, however, 

your plan ofcampaign, which is a very extended one, you | 
should have recollected that I have neither the resources 

of a ‘Territory, nor the Treasury of the United States at my 
command. Still, you may be assured that the war against 
the Indians will be prosecuted with all the vigor, prompt- 
ness, and efficiency [ am master of, at the same time with- 
out wasting unnecessarily the means and resources at my 
disposal, by untimely and unproductive expeditions. With 
the additional force which recently arrived at Vancouver 
and at the Dalles, [ think I shall be able to bring the war to 
aclose in a few months, provided the extermination of the 
Indians, which I do not approve of, is not determined on, 
and private war prevented, and the volunteers withdrawn | 
from the Walla-Walla country. 

Whilst I was in Oregon it was reported to me that many | 
citizens, with a due proportion of volunteers and two news- 
papers, advocated the extermination of the Indians. This 
principle has been acted on in several instances, without 
discriminating between enemies and friends, which has 
been the cause in southern Oregon, of sacrificing many in 
nocent and worthy citizens—as in the case of Major Lup- 
ton and his party, (volunteers,) who killed twenty-five In- 
dians, eighteen of whom were women and children. These 
were friendly Indians, on their way to the Indian reserva- 
tion, where they expected protection from the whites. This 
barbarous act is the cause of the present contest in the 
Rogue river country, and, as Captain Judah, United States 
Ariny, reports, is retaliatory of the conduct of Major Lup- 
ton. 

By the same mail which brought me your communication, 
I received one, now before me, from a person whom I think 
incapable of misrepresentation, which informs me that the 
friendly Cayuses are every day menaced with death by Gov- 
ernor Curry’s volunteers. ‘The writer says they have de- 
spoiled these [ndians—who have so nobly followed the ad- | 
vice of Mr. Palmer, to remain faithful friends to the Amer- 
cans—of their provisions. ‘To-day, he says, these same 
volunteers, without discipline and without orders, are not 
yet satisfied with rapine and injustice, but wish to take 
away the small remnant of animals and provisions left. 

Every day they run off the horses and cattle of the 
friendly Indians. They have become indignant, and will 
not be much longer restrained from resisting conduct so 
unworthy of the whites, who have made them so many 
promises to respect and protect them if they remained 
faithful friends. ‘The writer further says, if the volunteers | 
are not arrested in their brigand actions the Indians will 
save themselves by flying to the homes of their relatives, | 
the Nez Perces, who have promised them help, and then 
all the Indians of Oregon and Washington would join in the 
common defense. This information is in a great measure 
confirmed by a person who, I am assured, enjoys your con- 
fidence. 

I need not say, although I had previously instructed 
Colonel Wright to take possession of the Walla-Walla 
country at the earliest moment practicable, that [ directed 
him to give protection, as a he could, to the friendly 
Cayuses from the depredations he volunteers. [tis such 
conduct as is here complained of that irritates and greatly 
increases the ranks of the hostile tribes; and if the Nez 


|| may be necessary. 
|| be left to the military commander of the Department of the 


off his ears and hands, as reported by volunteers, and sent 
them to their friends in Oregou—all this, too, after he met 
them under a flag of truce, declaring he was for peace, that 
| he did not wish to fight, that his people did not wish to 
fight, ‘and that if any of his young men had done wrong, 
| he would make restitution ;’? while at the same time he 
|| offered the volunteers cattle for food. Such conduct may 
|| have caused feelings difficult to overcome. I trust, how- 
|| ever, I will be able to do it. 

|| As soon as this waris terminated east of the Caseade 





|| mountains, [ will be able to send all my disposable forees | 


against the [Indians on Rogue river and Puget’s Sound. It 
| is, however, due to truth to say, that at no time were vol- 
| unteers required, or in any sense of the term necessary, for 
| the defense of the inhabitants of Oregon from the depreda- 


tions and barbarities of the Indians occupying the country | 


east of the Cascade mountains ; nor was there any circum- 
| stance to justify Governor Curry in sending his troops from 
| Oregon to Washington Territory to make war on the Walla 
| Wallas, from whom the Oregonians had no danger whatever 
i} to apprehend. On this subject [ would reter you to the 
report of the Secretary of War, dated the 3d of December, 
| relating to the affairs of the Army, in which he says: 


“The Department, at this distanee, and in the absence | 


of more definite information, especially in regard to the ex- 
istence of the combination among the hostile tribes, cannot 
judge what volunteer reinforcement to the regular troops 
This is a matter which must necessarily 


| Pacific.” 

At the conclusion of your communication you say, it is 
| due to frankness that [should state that | have determ- 
| ined to submit to the Department the course taken by the 
| Territory of Washington, for my relief. No effort was made, 

although the facts were presented both to Major General 
Wool, and Major Rains, to send me assistance. The regu- 
lar troops were all withdrawn into garrison, and I was left 
to make my way, the best I could, through tribes known to 
be hostile. Itremains to be seen whether the commissioner 
selected by the President to make treaties with the Indians 
in the interior of the continent, is to be ignored and his 
safety left to chance.”’ 

In your frankness and determination to represent me to 
| the Department, I trust you will be governed by truth only. 
Perhaps it is equally due to frankness ov my part to say, 
that your communication isthe first that | have received in 
relation to yourself, or on any subject whatever, touching the 
Indian war, from any civil functionary either in Washing- 
| tonor Oregon Territory; and I have received but one from 
the military, and that was from Colonel Nesmith, who re- 


your relief, and your communication gave me tlie first intel- 
ligence that any were raised for such a purpose. 
[ am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN £. WOOL, 
Major General United States Army. 
To His Excellency, isaac J. StEVENS, Governor of Wash- 
ington Territory. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. 


addressed. 





To whom is that letter 


Washington Territory. 


amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. LANE. I move to increase the appro- 
priation $100,000, to be applied to the purchase 


former remarks. Now, sir, in relation to this 
letter of General Wool’s to Governor Stevens, I 
have nothing to do with it. I will say to my 
friend from New York, that General Wool re- 
turned to San Francisco after he had been in 


racks, where they have remained from that day to 
this. 
knife of the savages, and who have been mur- 


dered in the most barbarous and cruelmanner. I 


McCarver, stating that in southern Oregon, since 








Perces join in the war against us, which I hope to prevent, 
we shall require a much larger force than we have in 
Washington and Oregon Territories to resist savage bar- 
barity and to protect the whites. 

I have recently sent to Puget’s Sound two companies of 
the ninth infantry. These, with the three companies there 
will give a force of neariy or quite four hundred regulars, 
commanded by Lieutenant Colonel Casey. This force, 
with several ships of war in the Sound, to which will be 
added in a few days the United States steamer Massachu- 
setts, itseems to me, if rightly directed, ought to be sufficient 
to bring to terms two hundred tndian warriors. Captain 
Keyes, in his last report received, says there are not quite 
two hundred in arms in that region. Lieutenant Colonel 
Casey has been directed to prosecute the war with the 
greatest vigilance and activity. The gallant Captain Swart- 
wout, who goes in the Massachusetts, commander-in-chief 
of the naval forces in the Sound, will, [ am assured, zeal- 
ously, efficiently, and L trust, successfully, cooperate with 
Colonel Casey to bring the war to a close. 

In regard to the operations east of the Cascade mountains, 
if Governor Curry’s volunteers have not driven the friendly 
Cayuses and the Nez Perces into the ranks of the hostile 
tribes, and they should be withdrawn from the Walla-Walla 
country, [ have great hopes that I shall be able to bring the 
Indians in that region to terms, notwithstanding the volun- 
teers killed the chief, Peo-peo-mox-mox, scalped him, eut 


and twenty-eight persons, peaceful families living 
on their claims, and laboring to make an honest 
iving, have been massacred by the Indians, and 
hat two women and one little girl are now pris- 
oners in the hands of the Indians. ‘That number 
has been massacred by the Indians, and all the 
while General Wool is in San Francisco, and his 
regular forces in quarters, not one of whom came 
out of quarters to assist in protecting the inhab- 
itants of that Territory. What I say I know to 
be the truth, and no mistake about it. 

I now ask the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Stanton] to a remark which he made 
a few days ago, in which he seems to have trav- 
eled out of his way to make a charge upon the 
people of Oregon Territory. People from his 
own State, as well as those from other western 
States, who have traveled across the plains, 
scaled the lofty mountains, and endured all the 
fatigues and hardships of such a trip for the pur- 

se of securing a home upon the shores of the 

acific, have, many of them, been massacred by 


military authorities in disbanding the troops raised in the | 


quested me to furnish him two howitzers, which I refused. || 
1 have only to add, that I disbanded no troops raised for | 


The CHAIRMAN. To Governor Stevens, of 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Lane’s | 


of a steamer for the purposes indicated in my | 


Oregon, and had placed all his regulars in bar- | 
None of them have moved out of their | 
quarters to protect the people of that Territory, | 
who are falling under the tomahawk and scalping | 


have an official letter in my hand from General | 


General Wool left for San Francisco, one hundred | 


| a. 
|| the Indians. These persons have a right to tho 
protection of this Government; and Lask the gen, 
tleman if he intended to say that the people of 
Oregon are “fijlibusters’’ in any sense in which 
he can use that term? That they have made War 
upon the Indians for the sake of war, or for tho 
sake of money? ; 
Mr. STANTON, I say, sir, upon the evidenoa 
of General Wool, that I suppose there are somo 
_ among that people who are fillibusters, and desira 
|| to make war upon the Indians; but I have no 
| doubt there are many worthy men in Oregon. 
| Mr. LANE. ere in the remarks 
| to which I allude, sai 
| ‘1 want to know more about the details; I want to un. 
derstand this business better. I would reject this appro- 
priation, and let the Administration get on the best Way 
they can. I am well satisfied that these increased expend. 
| itures in Oregon have grown out of fillibustering operations 
|| that are disgraceful to the country, and which ought to 
|| have been suppressed by the Administration, or by the ay- 
| thorities there.’? 
These are his remarks applied to the people of 
|| Oregon Territory. Itis a charge upon the people 
of Oregon that they have made war upon the 
|| Indians—an unjust and an unjustifiable war. |; 
|| the gentleman prepared to stand by that state. 
ment? 

Mr. STANTON. I rely upon the evidence of 
| General Wool, and upon information derived 
| from that quarter; and I suppose the people of 
Oregon are just as good, and no better, than the 
| people of Ohio. Some are good, and some are 
| not so good. 


Mr. LANE. 





It is well for the gentleman to 
|| say that much. It is not my purpose to detain 
| the committee. I have been reading the detail of 
the news received this morning by the steamer 
| which has just arrived, but I shall not detain the 
|| House by reading it. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio and to other gentlemen here, 
that we only ask that protection which American 
citizens are entitledto. [have not characterized, 
and will not characterize, the people of his dis- 
| trict as being corrupt, and I will not allow any 
gentleman so tocharacterize the people of Oregon. 
And I say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sacrj that there are many things stated in the 
letter of General Wool—who is my old Com- 
mander and whom I know to be a brave man— 
| which are based upon false data. 

Mr.SAGE. The gentleman from Oregon has 
charged General Wool with falsehood in that 
letter. I shall leave General Wool himself to 
| settle the question of veracity with him. I intend, 
|| while I occupy a seat in this House, to vote for 
| all proper appropriations for the purpose of taking 

care of the people residing in the Territories of 
|| the country. ‘The committee of which I am a 
| member—the Committee of Ways and Means— 
| unanimously agreed a short time since to report 
a bill making an appropriation of $300,000 asked 
for by the gentleman from Oregon; and the bill 
was passed in time for the news to be carried out 
| by the steamer of the 5th instant. I am in favor 
of the Senate amendment now under consider- 
ation, which was recommended by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and hope the House 
will adopt it, although the amount is very large. 
So long as these Indian wars continue we must 
provide means to pay the troops, and to defray 
| the necessary expenses attending them. But that 
many of these wars have been instigated by the 

eople living in the Territory, I have no doubt. 
think the letter that has just been read at the 
Clerk’s table from General Wool fully confirms 
that statement. And unless there be some change 











in the disposition of the people of Oregon and 
Washington Territories in regard to the treatment 
of the friendly Indians, there is no estimating the 
amount of the public treasures that will be neces- 
sary to carry on this Indian war. 

Now, what was the history of the Indian war 
in Florida? It was commenced with a band of not 
more than a thousand Indians. It has cost the 
Government millions and millions of dollars 1n 
trying to exterminate them, and they have not 
yet been exterminated; and it is not an easy mat- 
ter to foresee when this war will be terminated 
with them. 

Sir, if this Florida war, with one thousand In- 
dians to contend with, has cost so many valuable 
lives, and so many millions of dollars of the peo- 
ple’s money, I ask the House to pause and consid- 
er what estimate it will make of the cost of the 
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war with the Indians in the Territories of Oregon 
and Washington, where there are over twenty- 
seven thousand Indians, as will be seen by the 
reports of the Governors of said Territories, in 
the years 1851 and 1854, if the policy which has 
heen commenced in said Territories, as stated by 
- ral Wool, is to be carried out. But I will 
ot detain the committee. I desire a vote to be 
taken; and therefore | conclude my remarks. 

Mr. LANE. I should like, before the vote be 
taken, to have a very short letter read from the 
receiver of customs at Port Orford. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. 


The question was taken on Mr. Lane’samend- | 


ment; and it was re jee ted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to increase the appropriation $150,000. I 
offer it for the purpose of making a few remarks. 
| regret exce edingly Mr. Chairman, to hear the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Sage] who last 
addressed the House, in giving his views on this 
subject, when he spoke of the vast amount of 
money it he id taken to determine the settlement 
of the question in Florida, say that after that 
war costing so many millions of dollars, this 
House should pause and reflect, and see what it 
was going to cost. Cost to do what, sir? To 
preserve the people of the Territories of our Gov- 
ernment from the ruthless massacre of the sav- 
Is it that which the gentleman desires the 
House to pause, to reflect, and to consider upon? 
Are you not bound to give them protection? 
Would you undertake to calc ulate and to say that 
that protection is to be refused because it would 
costa hundred millions of dollars, if you will? 
Let it cost what it will; we owe them protection, 
and it is our duty to protect them. The women 
and children, and helpless people of those 'Terri- 
tories are now surrounded by these Indians, and 
gentlemen calmly and de ‘liberately sit here and 
talk about how much it will cost before the y 
order them to be protected. Let them be pro- 
tected, be the cost what it may. It is the policy 
of this Government, sir, to extend the American 
Constitutionand American liberties over the terri- 
tory of North America; and when citizens from 
all parts of the Union go out into these Territo- 
ries for the purpose of settling them, so that the 
country may become great ‘and glorious, and 
when they find themselves in conflict with the 
savages, you find gentlemen who come here in a 
sort of spirit of philanthropy, and tell you that 
the people of the ‘Territories instigated the war. 
Did your fathers induce the war with the In- 
dians? When they came here the Indians were 
very glad to see them, and treated them kindly; 
but w rhe nn they made indications of moving in 
directions which the Indians did not desire, the “y 
made aggressions upon them; and how unjust 
would it have been on the part of those whose 
duty it was to protect them to have*said, without 
investigating the circumstances, that the settlers 
on the North American continent made the first 


aver 


| United States troops can open the way. 


aggressions upon the savages? There isa dispo- || 


sition abroad to discuss this question, andalways 
has been; but whenever you go to investigate 
how much money it is to cost to defend the peo- 
ple of the Territories, you take upon yourselves 
a work of supererogation which you will never 
get through. The ‘people of the Territories be- 
long to you, because they go there to make the 


country great, and it is your duty to protect | 


them. 


I regret exceedingly that the letter of General 


Wool has been read. I regret it because it shows 
bad taste on the part of General Wool. It con- 
tains a fling at the volunteers of those Territories, 
whoare protecting the people. If we are to believe 
the Delegates from those Territories who have 
addressed the House, the volunteers were render- 


ing the citizens protection while the army was | 


lying in comfortable quarters. These men are 
now charged with fillibusterism; and why? Be- 
cause they showed every disposition to 
the pene of the women and children. 

These views, sir, incline me to vote for the 
largest amount of appropriation which may be 
considered necessary to carry on the defense of 
the Territory. I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter 
which the gentleman from Oregon desires to have 
read, 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Port Orroxrp, March 4, 1856. 
Dear Sin: Since I last wrote you, the Indians from 


ght for | 


to General Wool’s statement, 


| Upper Rogue river have come down to the mouth ; influ 

enced all the bands from Port Orford, on the coast. to join 
them. They made an attack, on the night of 2d February, 

on the settlers, miners, and a small company of volunteers, 
cutting them all to pieces, murdering others—the Indian 
agent, Ben Wright, amongst them—laying waste the whole 
country. 

At Rogue rivera small number of miners, traders, and 
others are surrounded in a fort, and have no hope until the 
At Port Orford 
everybody is ** posted up,’’ awaiting an attack—hourly 
expected. All are enrolled, and keep a strict guard. I 
am on picket every second night. Last night an Indian 
attempted to pass a picket; made his escape after a close 
fire. | 

‘Lhe garrison here have a command of thirty men— 
scarcely able to protect the military stores. Major Reynolds, 
in command, is deserving all praise for his promptness in 
rendering every aid for the purpose of repelling the savages. 
They now number ‘rom tour hundred to six hundred fighting 
men, well armed—equal, man for man, to the whites. 

Troops have been ordered; but l do not know that we 
shall get them. Could we have a force, now, sufficient to 
meet the enemy, an end could be put to the southern war 
at once. j 

The Indians are led by a Canadian Indian and Frenchman, 
formerly of the Hudson Bay gang; a shrewd, brave fellow; 
he is breaking up all the friendly relations between the 
coast Indians and the United States. White women have 
been taken prisoners—a Mrs. Gisle and little daughter ear 
ried off by the Indians. Things are in a horrid condition 
here. One little squad of whites, in fort, at Rogue river; 
one at Port Orford and at Coose Bay; and likely to stay 
so unless relieved by the United States troops. We are too 
weak to help ourselves, or to hold out long so. 

Your friend, in haste, B. W. DUNBAR. 


ToJosern Lane, Washington City, District of Columbia. 


Mr. SAGE. I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Davipson,] that I think he 
could not have been paying much attention to what 
I said, or he would never have come to the conclu- 
sion that 1 was oppose d to making the necessary 
appropriation for the protection of the people 
who reside in our Territories. I distinctly said 
that I had always voted for ie appropriations. 
I voted for the $300,000 appropriation, and I am 
now ready to vote for this $1,000,000 ap propri- 
ation asked for in the Senate’s amendment; but I 
asked Congress to pause in the adoption of the 
policy of indorsing the people of these Territories 
in their wars against these Indians. Thatis what 
I said; and if the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Davinson] had paid attention to my remarks he 
would not have attempted to convey the impres- 
sion to the House that I was opposed to the 
making of liberal appropri: ations for the protection 
of the people of the Territories. 

Mr. LANE. 
rather, enzaged in a war with the Indians for the 
protection of the women and children of the Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. SAGE. I doubt not that, since war has 
broken out, and before that time, massacres and 


| outraces of the most heinous character have been 


committed by these Indians. I know that there 
is no controlling them when they are once roused, 
and it is with this knowledge of the Indian char- 
acter that I was opposed to indorsing this policy 
which must prove ruinous to the safety of the 
people of these Territories 

In this connection I desire to call the attention 
and to ask if one 
so distinguished in the service of his country, is 
not to be believed in preference to ee par- 
agraphs? I know him well, and know him in- 

capable of intentional misstatement, and predict 
that the result of his policy and management, 

in the command of the army on the Pacfic, will be 
be such as will add to his present brilliant fame, 
while it will sorely disappoint his enemies. 

Mr. ORR. I move to increase the appropria- 
tion $200,000. I doso for the purpose of making 
avery brief reply to the remarks of the gentlemar® 
from Ohio, [Mr. Stanron,] made to-day, and for 
the two or three past days. It seems that the 
gentleman from Ohio has taken upon himself the 
especial duty of looking after the expenses of this 
Government, in all its military details. Well, 
now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest to that 
gentleman, in all kindness, that it would be very 
well for him to post himself up a little better as 
to the facts before he speaks; or, if he is posted, 
that he will exhibit a little more candor in detail- 


| ing those facts. 


Now, it has been stated again and again upon 
this floor, that these deficiencies—large, it is true 
—have arisen in consequence of our being unex- 
— dly precipitated into two or three Indian wars. 


I desire the gentleman to say | 


THE CON GRESSION AL _GLOBE, 


believe the gentleman from Ohio was a sup- 


porter of the last Administration. 
Mr. STANTON. What Administration? 
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Mr. ORR. The Taylor and Fillmore edmin- 
istration. I believe the gentleman supported it, 
Mr. STANTON. Very likely. 


Mr. ORR, 
had not then 
licanism, or 


I believe the gentleman from Ohio 
fone into z bolitionism, or 
whatever boat. he professes to be 
launched in now. Well, sir, if he will go to the 
deficieney bill the 12th of July, 1852, he 
will find that, for items precisely of this charac- 
ter, precisely of this nature, there are, in two 
sections, appropriated as deficiencies $1,685,000; 
and, Mr. Chairman, if he will go back and ex- 
amine the debates of the preceding Congress, he 
will find that, under a more thorough scrutiny 
than I have ever seen in this Hall, the House de- 
termined to cut down the estimates made by the 
Department of War for appropriations before the 
commencement of the fiscal year; yet, sir, when 
these officers had full knowledge of the fact that 
only a certain sum had been appropriated, the 
gentleman’s friends, in open violation of the Jaw 
making the appropriations, went to work and 
spent nearly two millions more than was appro- 
priate d, and, at the succeeding session, called 
for the appropriations | have ciuieial to in the 
deficiency bill of that amounting to 
$1,685,000. 

And what occurred during that fiscal year to 
justify that large deficiency ? If you wili go back 
to the record, you will find that the friends of the 
Administration justified it upon the grounds that 
the acquisition of a large extent of territory from 
Mexico, and the settlement of California, Oregon, 
and Washington, had extended our possessions 
and consequently our Indian frontier far beyond 
what it was before, and that it was impossible to 
afford the citizens of the country living upon the 
frontier that protection which the y had the right 
to claim at the hands of the Government, without 
incurring large additional expenditures beyond 
the appropriations. 

But, sir, what isthe condition of things now ? 
War has broken out in California—you have a 
war in Oregon which has devastated that whole 
country, and in Washington it threatens to drive 
out the whole population from the Territory. 
They have nearly all resorted to the block- houses 
to defend themselves against the Indians. We 
hear also of war with the Indians in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico. In Florida you have an- 
other war with the Indians. The Government 
is trying to defend the citizens of the country 
from these hostilities, and these additional expe- 
ditions have become indispensably necessary for 
that purpose. 

But, the gentleman from Ohio stands up in his 
place, and says he will refuse this appropriation, 
and allow the Government to get along the best 
way itcan. Mr. Chairman, I say to that gentle- 
man that if he desires to wage a partisan war, he 
had better commence it in some direction where 
his warfare will be more efficacious, for there is 
no portion of the American people who will re- 
spond to or sympathize with him in the sentiment 
of allowing ‘men, women, and children to be 
slaughtered by the ruthless hands of the savage, 
that he may make political capital. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, estimates have been sent 
in here from the War Department. These esti- 
mates show the necessity there is for the appro- 
priations; but the a from Ohio under- 
takes to say that the Secretary of War, that Gen- 
eral Jesup, and all the officers connected with that 
Department, are notcompetent to judge, or that 
they have been dishonest—that they have been 
recreant to the trusts reposed in them by Con- 
cress. That is the amount of his argument, if it 
amounts to anything—that the administration of 
the War Department was dishonest, or that they 
did not. know how to attend to the interests of the 
country. Whose judgment will the House con- 
fide in--the estimates of the Quartermaster-General 
indorsed by the Secretary of War, who are spe- 
cially charged with these subje cts, or the gentle- 
man from Ohio, whose military reputation is not 
yet well established ? 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, 1 do not 
recognize the authority of the gentleman from 
South Carolina to arraign me before the House 
and the country for impertinence, in calling in 
question the expenditures made by the War De- 
partment or any other Department of this Gov- 
ernment. It is aduty which I owe to my constit- 
| uents and to the public at large, to inquire whether 
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these appropriations are necessary, whether they 
are proper or not; and it does not lie inany gentle- 
man’s mouth to arraign me for impertinence, 
because | see fit to exercise that privilege. I shall 
be glad, too, to know by what warrant the gen- 
tleman charges me with saying that women and 
children may be murdered for want of an appro- 

yriation of this sort. He cannot find any such 
leasuene coming from me. No such sentiment 
ever found a resting place in my heart. No, sir. 
What I do say, and whatI have maintained from 
the beginning of this discussion to the present 
time, is, that the Constitution has intrusted this 
House and this Congress with the purse-strings 
of the nation; and J have said whatI now repeat, 
that we are false to our trust, that we do not dis- 
charge the duty reposed in us by the Constitu- 
tion, if we allow the expenditures of the Admin- 
istration to go on without regard to, or limitation 
by, past appropriations. 

Mr. ORR. I will call the gentleman’s attention | 
to a remark of his printed in the Globe: 

*T want to know more about the details; I want to un- 


derstand this business better. [ would reject this appropri- 
ation, and letthe Administration go on the best way it can.”? 


Mr. STANTON. I do not understand that 
that remark justifies the charge made against me 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. [ do not 
regard these appropriations as necessary for car- 
rying on any such war. What I say is, that this 
money is squandered. I have pointed out and 











| Mr. STANTON called for tellers on the Sen- 
| ate’s amendment. 

| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FauLKNER 
and Rirenie were appointed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


| The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 67, noes not counted. 
| So the thirty-third amendment of the Senate 
was disagreed to. 
| The thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate was 
| reported by the Clerk, as follows: 


| For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, circuit, and | 


district courts of the United States, including the District 


| 


funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred | 


in the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1856, and pre- 
| vious years; and likewise for defraying the expenses of 


| suits in which the United States are concerned, and of 


| 


| States, and for the safe-keeping of prisoners, $200,000. 


| Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 


| Means recommend a concurrence. There is a 
deficiency in the judiciary fund of the amount of 
the appropriation. I have a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, recommending the appro- 
priation, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The thirty-fifth amendment of the Senate was 
| then read, as follows: 

| For the collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro- 
ecurement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, to be ex- 


pended under the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, 
| $20,000. 


specified that $67,000 of this money is in the | Mr. PHELPS. 1 move to amend by striking 
hands of disbursing officers, who have failed to | out the word ‘*twenty,’’ merely for the purpose 


account to the Department for the money placed || of expressing the conclusion of the Committee of 

in their hands. [have shown, from the official || Ways and Means upon this amendment, and the 
: ‘ . . . 

reports accompanying the reportof the Secretary || reasons which induced that committee to recom- 


of War, that, in the opinion of the officers who || 


disbursed the money, $206,000 was unnecessarily | 
spent because. of the troops being kept in a more | 
expensive country than the service nail. 

Mr. ORR. Does the gentleman mean to charge 
that the officers who have the $67,000 referred to 
in their hands are defaulters ? 

Mr. STANTON. I mean to charge that they 
have rendered no account of it. 

Mr.ORR. The gentleman means to say, then, 
that their accounts are not yet settled. 

Mr. STANTON. 
rendered their accounts, and | rely on the records 
to which I have referred to justify the charge. | 
The time has passed when they ought to have 
accounted for the money. Some are suspended | 
from the further receipt or disbursement of the 
public money; others are not. LI submit to you, | 
Mr. Chairman, to the committee, and to the coun- 
try, that, when an Administration comes here, and 
asks such appropriations as these, it is not only 
my duty, but the duty of every gentleman to in- | 
quire into the application of the money already | 
voted, 

One word in regard to my position as to the || 
administration of Mr. Fillmore. The gentleman || 
seems to think himself safe if he can place this || 
Administration upon the same footing as that of | 
Mr. Fillmore in regard to public expenditures. | 

Mr. ORR. No, sir. 

Mr. STANTON. I never felt myself bound || 
to support the appropriations reported for the 
support of that ihninletiatid and I think the | 


| mend a non-concurrence. 
I invite the attention of the committee to the 
| eighty-first rule, which provides that 

**No appropriation shall be reported in such appropri- 
ation bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, tor any 


|| expenditure not previously authorized by law.”’ 


The Committee of Ways and Means, in the 
| discharge of its duty, has endeavored to conform 
its action to this rule‘of the House, without de- 
ciding upon the amendments which the Senate 
have made to this bill, according to their own 


I say that they have not || views of the propriety or impropriety of the same. 


Therefore, as this expenditure was not author- 
ized by law, the Committee of Ways and Means 
recommend a non-concurrence in it, and it is for 
the committee to say what they will do with it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
| Chairman, I regret that it becomes necessary for 
me to differ with a majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, of which Iam a member, in 
| their recommendation to non-concur in the Sen- 
| ate amendment now before us, proposing to make 
an appropriation of $20,000 for the collection and 


| distribution throughout the country of valuable 


agricultural productions, grains, seeds and plants, 


and arranging practical and scientific informa- 
tion, and for the dissemination of the same over 
our great agriculiural country. 

Our first interest as a nation is that of the cul- 
tivation of the soil. Our national prosperity and 
greatness depend on this. Labor is the original 
source of wealth, and from labor properly in- 





gentleman will find that I voted against these | 
deficiencies then. ’ 

Mr. ORR. It is true the gentleman did vote | 
against the deficiency bill; but on one of the test | 
votes, when his vote, with others, might have || 
killed the bill, if he had voted with me the bill || 
would have been tabled. The gentleman voted | 
against laying it upon the table. I have the rec- || 
ord before me. | 

Mr.STANTON. I do not recollect how it is. || 
I have not been tracking up anybody. [Laugh- | 
“— Did the gentleman vote with me? 

Mr.ORR,. I did, except as to laying upon the || 
table. I voted to lay upon the table. [ had been | 
here in the previous session, and had helped to |) 
cut down the appropriations, and I then thought || 
that the Administration ought to have conformed 
to the action of Congress. 


Mr. STANTON. The difference between the 





structed, properly applied, and justly protected, 
flows national prosperity, national greatness, and 
national renown. Little, then, does it become the 
representatives of a great industrial people to 
vote millions for all the engines of destruction, 
troops, and steamships, and fortifications, and 
refuse a small appropriation for a great purpose— 
an appropriation for that which supports and 
sustains all the rest, and adds millions to our 
national Treasury. 

The gold of California did something to sustain 
the sinking fortunes of the country, resulting from 
the repeal of a wise revenue law but a few years 
since. But all the gold of California could not 
then have sustained the heavy demand made upon 
the resources of the iand, if the farming interests 
had not brought forward millions of bushels of 
grain, and corn, and potatoes, to feed the starv- 
ing nations of the Old World; the proceeds of 


gentleman and myself is this: I voted then as I || which checked the heavy demand made on us to 
do now. He voted against an Administration || pay for foreign labor and foreign production, 


opposed to him, and now supports an Adminis- 
tration in his favor. 


Mr. ORR, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 


under a most unwise and unjust system of legis- 
lation, anti-American in its inception, and with- 
ering in its results. Let us, then, be wise, and 


; : : 
as wellas for the purpose of collecting, digesting, 


prosecutions for offenses committed against the United | 


. 
April 17, 
YD 
| plied to the culture of the earth, go hand in hand 
_ with practical labor, and let us still further op. 
| courage, protect, and elevate the noblest race of 

men God ever placed upon his tootstool—the 
laborious, free, and ee American farmer 
The sons of the soil, the bulwarks of your na. 
tional independence—from them must com, as 
itcame in Umes past, your main defense in the 
hour of trial, as from them comes your country’s 
prosperity. I am for protecting all the industiia| 
classes, and for standing by the American fariner, 


| laborer, and mechanic, and giving them that en. 
of Columbia; also for jurors and witnesses in aid of the | 


| couragement which it was intended they should 
receive from Government. We want practical 
information and scientific investigation, and we 
have them now in some degree in the agricultural 
branch of the Patent Office, and in able hands; but 


|| we can secure them to a much greater extent. [p 


England, chemistry has long since been brought 
to bear on agriculture in the proper department, 
There everything is analyzed, and its chemical 
| properties made known. The grasses, the soils, 


|; even the stomach of the calf, does not escape 





| minute investigation; would it were so here! 
| Scientific and practical men have proposed to ex- 
| tend to the cultivation of the soil the system of 
meteorological observations, to which so much of 
public attention has of late been called. In this 
connection I will send to the Clerk’s desk, and 
ask that it may be read for the information of the 
House, a resolution adopted by the Lancaster 
| County Agricultural Society, from my own State, 
|} and which will show that the community have 
had theirattention called to this interesting subject. 


* Resolved, That this society cordially approves of the 
plan proposed by Lieutenant Maury, in the August number 
of the * American Farmer,’ for extending to the land, for 
| the benefit of agriculture, the systein of meteorological 
| observations, which have done so much for the improve- 
ment of navigation and commerce; that we commend 
| the plan to the favorable consideration of our brother farm- 
ers in this and other States, and request the members of 
| Congress trom our own State to procure that degree of en- 
| couragemecnt for agricultural and sanitary meteorology, 
| Which has been so wisely and beneficially applied to the 
meteorology of the seas ; and, that the corresponding sec- 
| retary of this society be, and he is hereby, requested to for- 
ward a copy of this resolution to each member of the con- 
gressional delegation from this State.’’ 





Mr. Chairman, we have legislated for the Army 
and Navy, for old soldiers, and soldiers who are 
| not so old, for sailors and pensioners—we have 
| made speeches for the presidential campaign, and 
speeches that will never be heard of in that cam- 
| paign—have made appropriations for the Mili- 
tary Academy, and refused one for the Washing- 
ton aqueduct, (which I trust will yet pass,) now 
let us do something for the farmers. Let us make 
the appropriation now in this deficiency bill, in 
order that the purchasesof foreign seeds may be 
| made at an early day, and distributed in good 
time. It has been said that he who causes a blade 
of grass to gfow where none grew before, is a 
philanthropist. Let us all, then, make ourselves 
philanthropists to-day, and by this appropriation 
cause millions of blades of grass to grow where 
none grew before; and make our great land, by 
a wise system of national education and national 
culture, more great, more powerful, more re- 
nowned than it now is. I trust the Senate amend- 
ment will be concurred in. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to withdraw the 
| amendment which I offered. It was only made 
pro forma, and | hope the committee will proceed 
jena tame to vote upon concurring in the Sen- 
ate’s amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire, Mr. Chairman, 
merely to say a word or two as to my understand- 
ing of this appropriation as a deficiency, and as 
to the necessity of making the appropriation; and 
to enable me to do so, I move to increase the ap- 
propriation one dollar. 

The amount of appropriation made at the last 
session of Congress, if my memory serves me 
right, was $20,000 for the purchase of seeds and 
cuttings. The experience of every gentleman 
upon this floor is, | have no doubt, that they had 
each of them more applications from their con- 
stituents for seeds and cuttings, than could be 
supplied by application at the Patent Office. If 
there ever was a deficiency—ever an appropria- 
tion which failed to answer its purpose, it is this. 
There has been a deficiency, iin, in this appro- 
priation, and this amount, is to supply that 
deficiency. I agree with my colleague over the 





foster our farming interests. Let science, ap- |i way in all he has said as to the necessity of this 
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appropriation, and | hope it will be made. If éver 
«Congress had the opportunity of conferring 
herinetion upon itself it is now in according 
eomething, at least, to agriculture, for agriculture 
epives less attention from the National Legisla- 
re than any other interest in the : 
fr. SMITH, of Virginia. I beg the committee 
to give serious ¢ -onsideration to this proposition. 
I take this occasion mere ly to say, that if any 
tleman in this House can put his finger upon 
‘hat clause of the Constitution which gives us the 
is sht to engage in the duties of a great seed store, 
1 should like to see it. [A laugh.] But I do not 
rise for the purpose of commenting upon that, for 
if any one ot the Representatives of the American 
oonle laughs at a reference to constitutional lim- 
i ation, | consider him hopelessly gone 
But that is not all. We last year appropri ated 
625,000 to be expended in these objects; and 
t ere never was, In my opinion, less occasion for 
deficiency than in the present case. The very | 
act itself, appropriating $25,000, was a limitation 
unon this expenditure, because nobody will pre- 


Union. 


nd that there was any necessity for exceeding 


that amount. 

But, sir, | understand some $65,000 have been 

expended, when the will of Congress was ex- 
pressed that the expenditure should be limited to 
495.000. Now, w hy was the ‘reany necessity for 
a deficiene y here? The public agent had no oe- 
easion to spend more than was appropriated, for 
there Was noexigene y in the public service which 
required any excess beyond the ap propriat tion. 
[ must insist upon it, then, that here is involved 
a direct and inexcusable disregard of the law- 
making power. It is an expenditure wholly un- 
warranted, and wholly without necessity 3 and 
oucht, therefore, to be rebuked by a re ‘fusal to 
ippropriate for the d ‘ficiency. As to the expend- 
itures forthe purpose of encouraging agriculture, 
why, let the competent authorities perform that 
duty; let the competent authorities take hold of 
thatsubject. But do not let the National Govern- 
ment, as some call it—but as I call it the Federal 
Government—become the master of a great seed 
store, making us clerks, and aids in the distribu- 
tion of every sort of collections which the art 
and activity of man can bring together—seeds, 
many of them which, as I know, find no means 
whatsoever of getting above the earth after the y 
are plante ‘d, while others are produc tive of much 
good. But I again say, here isa principle which 
is clearly and unmistakably deserving of rebuke 
from this House. It is an e xpenditure without 
the authority of law, and without any necessity 
for the public service. 

The question was taken on Mr. FLorence’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. I move to amend by in- 
creasing the appropriation $10,000. In moving 
the amendment, Mr. Chairman, let me express 
the hope that the interests of the country will be 
consulted. The amendment placed on this bill 
by the Senate is to provide really foradeficiency, 
and therefore it is a legitimate obje et to be intro- 
duced into this bill. The appropriations hereto- 
fore have been so small in amount that the De- 
partment has not been able tosupply the demands 
ofthe country. At the present season such de- 
mands have been made upon the Department for 
the circulation of seeds that the De partment has 
been compelled to anticipate the appropriations 
for the purpose of sending seeds through the 
country, in time to be used in the coming season 
—particularly into the southern States, where the 
season commences so much earlier than it does 
in the North. Consequently the De ‘partment, to 
render useful the money invested in these seeds, 
has been compe ‘led to anticipate to the amount 
of some $5,000 or $6,000, the appropri: ution; and 
it is indispensable, for the purpose of prosecuting 
and sustaining and carryimg out the objects of the 
Department, that an additional ap propriation be 
made at an early day to purchase seeds in time 

for the fall distribution. It has been found almost 


impossible to go into the European market and | 


acquire the different qualities of seeds, unless they 
are cultivated directly and especis ally f or the Gov- 
ernment. Therefore an appropriation of seven, 
eight, or ten thousand dollars, could be used very 
advantageously in sending the orders direct to 
Europe so as to have the seeds raised. 
Again, Mr. Chairman, I am authorized by | 
the Committee on Agriculture of the House— 


ata meeting held a short time sinee—to say that 
they unanimously, without a dissenting voice 
recommend the passage of the amendment which 
lL have otf red. | therefore hope . Mr. 


oa = committee will 


Chairman, 
adopt the amendment in- 
creasing the appropriation $10,000,s0 as to secure 
the ue ‘nefits which ar anucipated to result from 
the early purchase of seed. There is another 
object in making thisappropriation, In order to 
secure the proper execution of the engravings, 
&ce., in the reports of the 
sary to expend money in 
proprk ation. 
amendment. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. While I would be will- 
ing to favor the amendment of the Senate now 
before the committee, | am unwilling to increase 
the amount $10,000, as asked by the gentleman 
from Indiana. Iam willing to vote for any rea- 
sonable amount that may be necessary to pro- 
mote the agricultural interests of the country. 
But I desire to eall the attention of the commit- 
tee, and more particularly of the Commissioner 
of Patents, to the importance of securing a proper 
agent abroad so that we may get seed that is pure 
and unadulterated. Many of the seeds that have 
been heretofore distributed have been utterly 
worthless. that when I came to 
| this House and received my portion of seeds, I 
was so particular about them—the flower seeds, 
espec i lly —that I addressed polite notes to sev- 
| eral ladies in my district, asking their particular 
| attention to the culture of these flower seeds in or- 
der that their quality might be tested; and, to my 
astonishment, on my return home, | found thata 
large proporuon of these flower seeds which I had 
had the honor of distributing, were common smart- 
weed and other weeds. But,sir, | am willing to 
advocate an appropriation of a reasonable 
for the por a of promoting the agricultural 
; interests of the country. I have made these 
remarks to show the necessity of the Patent Office 
procuring faithful and efficient agents abroad for 
the selection of their seeds. [ am not advised, 
| as charged by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Smiru,]| that this is a deficiency at all. 
| Mr. SMITH. It is in the deficiency bill. 
' Mr. GREENWOOD. I know; but I under- 
stand it is not in fact a deficiency. 
Mr. SMITH. It ought to be voted out then. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. And the very reason 
that it was not a deficiency, was the reason urged 
| by the majority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means against this appropriation—not that they 
objected to the appropriation, but because it ap- 
pears in the deficiency bill, while in fact and truth 
itis nota deficienc yatall. [trust that the amend- 
ment moved by the ac teal from Indiana will 
be voted down, and that the amendment of the 
Senate will be concurred in. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hottoway’s 
amendment; and it was adopted. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


amendment: 


» Department, itis neces- 
anticipation of its ap- 
I trust the committee will adopt this 


I must confess, 


sum 


I offer the following 


Strike out all after the word “ the, ’’ occurring last in line 
two hundred and forty-eight, and insert the following: 
Agricultural bureaws in the several States, or of the State 
| agricultural societies Where no bureaus have been estab- 
lished by the law of the State; said fund to be distributed 
to the several States in the proportion of their Federal pop 
ulation, and to be drawn from the Treasury by the warrants 
of the Governors of the States respectively upon the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, 220,000, 

So as to make the amendment read— 

lor the collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agricultural and rural economy, and the pro- 
curement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the agricultural bureaus, &c 


If I can have the attention of the committee, it 
will be perceived that my proposition, which I 
offer in good faith, and which I hope will pass, 
proposes tochange thedirection of this fund from 
the charge of the Patent Office to that of the agri- 
| cultural societies or agricultural bureaus in the 
several States. You now appropriate $25,000 
| for the purchase of seed, and you are asked to 
| supply a deficiency of $20,000 more—making an 
appropriation of $45,000 in a single year for seed; 
and the likelihood is, that when the seed is pro- 
cured and the papers made up, seeds are sent to 
| gentlemen from Ohio which ought to be sent to 


| Maine. They are distributed without any sort of 
\| diseretion. If this fund be given to the several 
|| States—to the agricultural societies of the several | 


| same complaint. 


‘i@culture, while there was not one 


gentlemen from Georgia, and to gentlemen from | 
| § ; 
lexas which ought to be sent to gentlemen from 
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States, they will, with the ‘irrespective proportions 


of the fund, make such investments as will insure 
seed which may be cultivated profitably in their 
several loc You have such agricultural so- 
cieties established in the various States, and you 
have, in a good many of the States, 


ilities. 


bureaus for 
agriculture. If you 
intend to make an appropriation for the benefit 
of this interest—and it is now palpably A eee 
of the public mone y—if you int nd to make 
profitable to the country, 1 think my amendme Ss 
will accomplish that purpose. 

We have just been dis« sing the deficiencies 
in the quartermaster’s department, and now we 
have a de ficiency in the seed department of the 
Patent Office. You used to appropriate $500 or 
dl, 000 a year for the pur h ise of these seeds; 
you nowapply $25,000 annual! y for that purpose; 
and a subordinate 


the promotion of scientific 


clerk in a bureau comes he re, 
and asks you to supply a deficiency in his par- 
tic ular sphie re of ofthe ; ul action, with an amount 
ial to the entire original appropriation, or there- 
aan Now, sir, I tell you —I tell the people 
of the country—that if ‘their Representatives 
cannot put a stop to this, then have we no check 
upon the expenditures of the Executive. 
I cannot say that I should be prepared to vote 
for the appropriation, even if my amendment 
were concurred in, because I do not believe it is 
a lecitimate deficiency; but if it is to pass—if we 
are going to make an appropriation out of the 
public ‘Treasury for the distribution of seeds—I 
desire that it shall be made in such a manner as 
that in each locality it may be expended profit- 
ably for the people. Why, so far as [ am con- 
cerned, they have sent me from the Patent Office, 
this year, a parcel of morning-g 


lories, prince’s- 
feathers, cockscombs, 


daffodils, and things of 
that de scription, that grow in eve ry old field in 
my section of arn They may be rare plants 
in other sections, but I shoul i dislike very much 
to risk my reputation as a votary of Flora by 
sending such things as those out into my district; 

and I unde rstand that other gentlemen make the 
Letus put a stop to this thing. 
if we are to make this appropriation out of the 
public Treasury, let us make it to the farmers, 
who will know how to manage it; and let us cut 
off this trouble and patronage of members of this 
House. 

Mr. BENSON. I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. Mansnmarr] 
will not prevail; but that we shall concur in the 
amendment the Senate have adopted. When 
there is a change in the present system, I trust it 
will be more thorough and general than is pro- 
posed by thatamendment. I believe there should 
be a change by the establishment of an agricul- 
tural department or bureau 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Siri] has 
spoken of the unconstitutionality of these ap pro- 
priations. Now, sir, if the ge ntleman will refer 
to the communications of General Washington, 
when President, on the subject, he will find that 
he had no doubt as to its cons stitutionality. He 
will find that, during the eicht years of his ad- 
ministration, he recommended and urgea this mat- 
ter before Congress; and at the close of his term 
of office he expressed his regret, in letter to 
Mr. John Sinclair, that he had not been able to 
ret Compress to attend, as its importance de- 
manded, to the great agricultural interest of the 
country. If gentlemen will take the trouble to 
examine the last Census report, they will find 
that there were $5,000,000,000 invested in 
fifth of that 
amount in commerce and manufactures com- 
bined. Yet, after voting millions for other objects 
and purposes, we are now quibbling over the 
piuful sum of $20,000 for the benefit of this vast 
interest of the country—lite rally ‘‘ saving at the 
spigot, and wasting at the bung.”’ 

If the gentleman from Kentucky will present such 
an amendment as will establish an agricultural 
department, or bureau even, by which the farmers 
of the country may be benefite d in proportion to 
the interest they represent, I will go for it most 
cheerfully. But allow me to say to the gentleman, 

that there need not be any such difficulty as he 

| states, under the present system, in reference to 

| having seeds sent to him not calculated for his 
section of the country. He need not receive 
‘*cockscombs’”’ unless he chooses. We have 
| already cockscombs enough amongst us. [Laugh- 
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ter. ; 
such as are applicable to his section of the coun- 
try, by applying at the Patent Office. 


He can have such seeds as he wishes, and | 


| 


The method lemploy in the distribution of | 


secds isthis. There are several agricultural socie- 


ces in my district; I request the Commissioner of | 


Patents to direct the greater portion of them to 
the president and other officers of these societies, 
and they are thus disseminated where they will 
be of the greatest practical advantage. I am care- 
ful, in the selection of seeds at the Patent Office, 
to take such as are suited to that section of coun- 
try, but not those of cotton, sugar-cane, rice, 
tobacco, or hemp. And if the gentleman from 
Kentucky will take the same course he will have 


no oecasion to make the complaintin future which | 


he has made to-day. 


I ask gentlemen to look over the Patent Office | 


reports, and see what seeds have been distributed. 


They will find that there have been imported | 
many varieties which have, proved to be very | 


valuable. And, sir, these seeds are distributed 
as nearly as possible in accordance with the 
wants of,and their adaptation to, the different sec- 
tions of the Union. 

Sir, there is a reason why this great interest of 
the country has so little care in this Hall. When 
any object is to be accomplished for the manu- 


facturing or commercial interests, their agents are | 


here, ready to present their cause in the most 
favorable light, while the farmers of the country 
remain quietly at home. And now, when we 
have an opportunity to do something beneficial 


for them, we reluctantly agree to appropriate the | 


small sum of $20,000. I hope the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky will not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
personal explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to make 
a personal explanation except by the consent of 
the committee. 

Mr. SMITH. Why, sir, personal explana- 
tions are always allowed. 

The CHAIRMAN, Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I only desire to say 
that since I last addressed the committee upon 
this subject, Mr. Browne, who has charge of this 
branch of the Patent Office, has informed me that 
he desired an early appropriation with a view 
to make earlier purchases. ‘That was the reason 
why there was so long a delay in the delivery of 
seeds this year. It would be unkind to him if 
I did not make the statement . 

Mr. MarsHa.u’s amendment was disagreed 
to. 

Mr. READY. Mr. Chairman, after so much 
commendable zeal in behalf of the agricultural 
and horticultural interests of the country, it is 
not my purpose to detain the committee by sub- 
mitting any remarks. Inasmuch as I failed to 
obtain the floor sometime since, I think it is un- 
necessary for me now to occupy the time of the 
committee. I rise, therefore, merely for the pur- 
pose of suggesting an amendment—that the ap- 
propriation be increased one dollar—so that I 


may send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, a letter | 
y ’ 


from Dr. Browne, addressed to me by him in the 


absence of Judge Mason, to whom | had directed | 


some inquiries. The letter shows clearly in my 
mind that the pending appropriation is a defici- 
ency. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


UNITED States Patent Orrice, 
March 31, 1856. 

Dear Str: Agreeably to yourrequest [ herewith furnish 
& statement of the present wants of this office in relation to 
funds. 

The appropriation made on the 3d of March last has 
been Jong since exhausted for the purchase and distribution 
or seeds and cuttings, and in the collection of agricultural 
statistics. There is a deficiency of some four thousand 
dollars on account of these objects, and the arrangement of 
the matter for the next agricultural report. There is on 
hand a large quantity of seeds and cuttings that require im- 
mediate distribution, which, if kept over, would be greatly 
injured or entirely lost. This distribution, together with 
the force neeessary to complete the agricultural report up 
to the Ist July next, will require some ten thousand dollars, 
And there would be required seven thousand dollars more 
for the purchase of wheat and other seeds for fall sowing. 

! would briefly add that this office does not deem it ex- 
a to continue the present force for these objects, un- 

ess means be provided to maintain it. 

Very respeetiully, your obedient servant, 

D. JAY BROWNE. 


Fon, Cuances Reapr, House of Representatives. 


I wish to make a 





| spoken from my experience. 






















Mr. SEWARD. Mr. Chairman, for the pur- 


pose of comparing notes with other gentlemen 


have received, I have made several vain attempts 
in person to get from the office seeds that | con- 
sidered of some value. If the gentleman from 
Maine obtained what he desired, he was more 
fortunate than | was. So faras | can remember, 


[ have only received morning glories, princes’ | 


feathers, cock’s-combs, and, perhaps a few peas, 
which can be found anywhere in the southern 
country. 
to patronize seed establishments about Washing- 


ton city, for | must come to the conclusion they | 


were bought here; or that a fraud is perpetrated 
on the people by having indorsed on the envel- 
opes that they were selected by the agent in Eu- 
rope. We know these seeds grow in this coun- 
try, and that they have grown here for twenty-five 
rears—as far back as I ean recollect. (Laughter. 

ir the agricultural interest is to be benefited, 

ask whether it can be done in this way? The 
gentleman from Maine is one of the favored recip- 
ients Who gets all he wants. This is not the case 
with everybody. 





We are asked to appropriate $20,000 | 


Nobody else, indeed, can get | 
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from Missouri, [Mr. Puetrs,} when 
Q | that the Committee of Ways and Means had 
upon this floor, I will briefly state what seeds I || determined to recommend a non-concurrence 


April 17, 


——$——_—<—=——_~. 





he stated 


. “ y for 
the reason that it was nota deficiency, But y),, 
letter which has been presented by the gentleman 


| from Tennessee shows that it is a deficiency, ang 


anything of any value. I hope the gentleman | 


from Maine will state what seeds he has received. 

Mr. BIEENSON. I will give the gentleman a 
list of them. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not want the gentleman 
to read a list from the Patent Office report of 
1854, including Chinese yams and Chinese sugar- 
cane. Potatoes grow wild in the South; and 
Chinese sugar-cane is nothing more than what 
we call chicken corn down in Georgia, and is of 
no sort of value. [Great laughter.] I have looked 
through the Agricultural report, and there is not 
a seed there worth a groat. 

Mr. BENSON. Has the gentleman had the 
Oregon pea? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir; we have had that 
in Georgia for the last ten years. [Laughter.] 
What next? 

Mr. BENSON. I will simpl 

1 1 wil say further, 
that I have testimony from my district of the 
value of the seeds. 


to make a speech, but to state the seeds he has 
received. 

Mr. BENSON. I will tell the gentleman. 
There are thirty varieties of turnips, of great 
value; Turkish flint wheat and Syrian spring 
wheat; German millet; the early May pea; the 


| list of them. 


| South for years—the whole of them. [Laughter. 
| It is the first time I knew that sugar-cane woul 
grow in Maine. 


|” Mr. BENSON. 


We expect it to take the place 


| | 
/of your sugar-cane, so that we shall not have to 


go to the South for our sugar. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


sugar-cane there. 


it. 
yeas. [Laughter.] 

Mr. READY, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr.GREENWOOD.. I propose to increase 
the appropriation fifty cents. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I rise to a question of order. 


| committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
explanation of my former remarks. 

Objection was made. 

Mr.SMITH, of Virginia. Is the Senate amend- 
ment amendable ? 
| The CHAIRMAN, Notas to the amount. 
| Mr.SMITH. I move to insert after the word 
| ‘*statistics’’ the words, ** agricultural tools.” 
| Mr.GREENWOOD. An explanation is due 
| to the gentleman from Virginia, in reference to 
| the remarks I made a short time ago. I stated 
| then that this was not a deficiency. My remark 


was based upon what was said by the gentleman 


Chinese sugar-cane. I can go on through a long | 


Mr. SEWARD. We have had them in the | 


Let the gentleman go to the | 
Patent Office, and he will find some of this Chinese | 
I tell him it is nothing but | 
chicken corn, and you cannot make sugar out of | 
lcan make better sugar out of the Maine | 


| A motion was made to increase the Senate amend- | 
ment $10,000. That motion was agreed to. Is | 
it competent now to alter the amount fixed by the | 


I wish to make some | 


say, that I have | 


Mr. SEWARD. I do not want the gentleman | 








; as 


| therefore | withdraw my remark that it j 








deficiency. eas 

Mr. SMITH. I would ask this committes if 
they can appropriate this money for the purchase 
of seeds and cuttings, cannot they make ay ap. 
propriation for the purchase of tools? and yet jo 
gentleman upon this floor will go that length. It 
seems that there is a deficiency of about $4,009 
Now L ask this committee what right any cle:k 
or officer of the Government has to create a def. 
ciency, and then come here and ask us to supply 
it? There is not an officer of this Government 
who has any power to authorize an expenditure 
beyond the appropriation, and then come here and 

pe to pay it. Inthe name of heaven, whey 
is this policy to be stopped? Is there to be no 
end to it? Is evenan agricultural bureau of this 
Government, without any public necessity exist. 
ing for it—without any public urgency, and with. 
out the authority of the Legislature of the country, 
to expend money which they are not authorized 
to spend, because they suppose we will pay itas 
a matter of course ? t think the whole system is 


wrong. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make only a few 
remarks. Ihave some doubts, or should haye 


some doubts, as to where this House gets any 
constitutional power to promote agriculture. [t 


| certainly has the power to regulate commerce, 


and to grant patent rights, and it appears that 
upon these two powers have hung all the legisla. 
tion which has been had in regard toagriculture, 
But so fearful has the Government been of tres- 
passing upon any ground which is unconstitu- 
tional, that they have always limited the appro- 
priations for the benefit of agriculture to some 
very small sum, as a little sop thrown out to the 
great mass of farmers. 1 think, however, that it 
is fully as constitutional to look to the interests 
of the old States, as it is always to be legislating 
for the new ones—taking care of the children. 
The old homesteads ought to be looked to a little, 
If it be constitutional to appropriate $20,000 for 
this purpose of exchanging seeds, it is constitu- 
tional to appropriate a good deal more. We have 
established such a practice, and it is now too late, 
by the doctrine of precedent, to back out. 

Now, sir, only look at the importance of agri- 
culture in the old States. A very few years ago, 
in the British Parliament, an act was passed 
granting one acre for the use of the families of 
farm laborers, over and above their wages, for 
the purpose of encouraging the children and 
women in industry. What was the consequence? 
We have the report of a committee of the House 
of Commons, showing that in three years from 
that time—and most of that land was applied to 
the production of wheat—the improved mode of 
culture applied to it was such, that the land pro- 
duced an average yield which would astonish 
anybody. The average yield was one hundred 
and twelve and a half Seebce per acre—and that 
was done by the encouragement of the Govern- 
ment. Everybody remembers that the great cot- 
ton culture of this country arose out of seed pro- 
cured by commissioners who were sent out to the 
East Indies to procure it. 

It seems to me that we should never hesitate. 
The only thing I have any doubt about is the 
small amount which is proposed to be applied to 
this purpose. I have had some doubts about the 
correctness of the last census. Thecensus shows 
that we have only about twenty-three millions of 
inhabitants; but yt had more than forty mil- 
lions of letters from my district, making applica- 
tion for these seeds. [Laughter.] It seems to 
me that we ought either to back out entirely from 
this matter, upon the ground of its unconstitu- 
tionality, or else take it up with an interest which 
shows that we think it is of some use. 

I agree with the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the direction of this matter should be given as he 
proposed. I have been written to by the Comi- 
missioner of Patents to designate the agricultural 
societies in my district that are to receive these 
seeds. Ihave done so, and the Commissioner 
will send them in that way. 

I have no hesitation, I say, except upon the 
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